


TH 





~ THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGR 





ee ae 
a 


Turety-Sixtu Coneress, Ist Session. 





tic articles, which are to be augmented in price 
because of the absence of competition with foreign 
commodities. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I do not know that I 
exactly understood the gentleman from Virginia in 
the first portion of his remarks. He professed, as 
| understeod him, to be speaking for the Demo- 
cratic party; or, as he stated it afterwards, those 
who belonged to the Democratic party. The dis- 
tinction may be clear to himself, but it was not 
tome. I can assure the gentleman that in the 
United States he will find a large body of as good 
Democrats as live in the State of Virginia, or any- 
where clse, Who are warm advocates of a judi- 
cious tariff—a tariff discriminating in its charac- 
ter, sous to afford incidental protection to the great 
interests of our country. 

But I desire to ask, if the gentleman excludes 
from the Democratic church all who do not agree 
with him upon the subject of the tariff, what he 
intends to do with the President of the United 
States, who, in all his messages, has recommended 
areadjustment of the tariff, and especially specific 
duties, and I think, substantially, the bill now 
under consideration? I would like to know what 
the gentleman intends to do with the President of 
the United States; and if he is already read out of 
the Democratic party? 


Mr. MILLSON. ‘I withdraw my amendment, | 


and move to substitute twenty-two per cent. 


The gentleman did not apprehend my meaning, | 


though I intended to express it very plainly; and 
I think it is not altogether my fault that he mis- 
apprehended me. I can only say to the gentle- 
man that Ll was not thinking of him atall. I do 
mean te say, that if there be one tenet of Demo- 
cratic orthodoxy about which I had supposed 
there was the least mistake, it is in opposition to 
a system of taxation which is designed for the 


protection of the manufacturing interests, and not | 


for the sake of revenue. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
ask the gentleman a question, really as a matter 
of curiosity. How does he classify the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. Stanton,] and several other gen- 
Uemen upon this side of the House, whom I saw 
breaking down this bill a little while ago, in con- 
junction with the whole Democratic party? Are 
they Republicans or Democrats? 

Mr. MILLSON. I answer the gentleman by 
saying that I regarded that amendment of the gen- 
teman from Ohio with much favor, because 1 do 
not believe that the manufacturing interests are 


entitled to the double protection—of protective du- | 


ties upon manufactured commodities, and exemp- 
tion from duty upon the raw materials. 

A word further, in reply to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Montcomery. 
ing to do with the position of the President. If 
the President is, as the gentleman says, a friend 
of protection, all I have to say is, that I am not 
myself aware of that fact; but if he is, 1 shall not 
shrink from the application of the test to the Pres- 
ident, or to any po) a man, but wilt still continue 
to - that, to the extent which any man claims 
membership or association with the Democratic 
party, to that extent is he not true te the princi- 
ples of the Democratic party; for I do regard op- 


position to a protective tariff as one of the cardi- | 


nal, essential features of Democracy. I do not 
mean that any man is to be held down to a con- 
currence in all the dogmas which are promulgated 
in what are called Democratic platforms. Ido not 
do so myself. I should be very sorry to be consid- 
ered as concurring in all the resolutions adopted 
by the Cincinnati convention, os the Charleston 
convention, or any other conventign of this kind. 
I do not give my assent to them. 

Mr. MORRILL. I must rise to a question of 
order. This is an interesting discussion; but I 
desire to call the attention of the gentlemen of the 
committee to the bill before us. 

_Mr. MILLSON. I was aware that this line of 
discussion is out of order. 

Mr. Miison’s amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I desire to renew the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, for 
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the purpose of replying to the last remarks which 
fell from him. 

Mr. Chairman, from the foundation of this 
Government to the present time, I believe that 
every President of the United States has been in 
favor of collecting the revenues, for the purpose 
of defraying the expenses of the Government, by 
a tariff. There are but very few men who are 
such -abstractionists as to favor free trade and 
direct taxation; and those men, I claim, are not 
members of the Democratic party. That is not 
the principle of the Democratic party; but itis a 


doctrine enunciated by a few men who, I contend, |) 


are ignorant of the fundamental principles of the 


Democratic party and of the alphabegof political 
economy. 


“Mr. MORRILL. 
to order. g 
bill unless gentlemen confine their remarks to the 
amendments pending. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I trust the gentleman 
will allow me to procéed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The discussion must be 
confined to the amendment pending, objection hav- 
ing been made to this general discussion. 


Mr. MILLSON. I rise toa question of order. 


ESS. PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C. _ 


I must call the gentleman | 
We shall never get through with the | 


I submit that all discussion relative to the subject | 


is in order upon this bill, and that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is therefore in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be in order upon 
the general debate uyen the bill; butafter the gen- 
eral debate has been terminated, under the five 
minutes’ debate the Chair has understood the 
universal practice to be that the debate must be 
confined to the particular amendment under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say that I am very 
much interested in the speech of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania; but | interposed in the case 
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| question. I regard the free-trade views of the gen- 
lemen from Virginia as anti-Democratic—as in 
| open violation of the doctrines taught and prac- 
ticed by suchemen as Jefferson, Madison, Mon- 
roe, and Jackson; yet 1 will not presume to read 
him out of the party. I regard the tariff, not as 
a political question, but as a national question, on 
which men of all parties agree, and may con- 
sistently act together. I am in favor of a tariff, 
and so are the Democracy of my State; and I will 
not permit any one to lecture us on our views, or 
| to read us out of the Democratic church. The 
subject of specific duties, and a revision of the 
tariff, has occupied a large space in every message 
of the present President; and I think he never did 
a more Democratic act than to earnestly advocate 
this very doctrine. I am not willing to hear him 
read out of the party for the most praiseworthy 
act of his Administration. The gentleman from 
Virginia knew his views when he voted for him, 
and he should not now complain that he is true 
to what he has so ably advocated in the past. I 
refer the gentleman from Virginia to this extract 
from Mr. Buchanan’s views, which he indorsed 
when he voted for hum. I say the President is 
right on this question, gnd the party in the North 
is with him. Ina speech which he delivered in 
the United States Senate, in 1842, he said: 

* 1] would upon the present, as almost upon every other 
oecasion, have acted upon the principles of General Jack- 
son—a man nearly as much distinguished tor sagacity and 
statesmanship as for his courage and conduct on the field 


of battie. That illustrious oid man, having the subject of 
the review and reduction of the tariff of 1832 distinetly in 


|| view, uses the following language in his annual message of 


of the gentleman from Virginia, and I fel bound | 
to treat the gentleman from Pennsylvania in the | 


same Way. ‘ 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. It will, of course, be 


impossible for me, in a five minutes’ speech, to 


make any extended reference to the expression of | 
opinion of the founders of the Republic, or the | 


fathers of the Democratic party; but I do assert 
here that, from the days of Jefferson down to the 
present time, each Democratic President in suc- 
cession has enunciated his confidence in the great 
principlé¢ of discrimination in favor of the protec- 
tion of the manufacturing interests of the coun- 
try. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


Objection having been 


made, the Chair is compelled to rule that the gen- || 


tleman from Pennsylvania is not in order. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. 
interrupted. As late as 1856, when the present 
Executive of the United States was nominated by 
the Democratic party of the country 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must request 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to confine his 
remarks to the amendment under consideration. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I am coming to the 
point, and will be there in a moment. I must be 
allowed to preface my remarks before I discuss 
the amendment, which I am now doing. I say, 
Mr. Chairman, that in 1856, when the present 
Executive of the United States was a candidate 
for the high office which he now holds, his yiews 
npon this subject were perfectly well known 
everywhere; they were known to the gentleman 





from Virginia; they were known to all the gen- | 
tlemen on this side of the House who have to- 


day spoken against a tariff. They all knew him 


to have been a consistent friend of a tariff; yet, | 
when the election day came, they gave him an | 
earnest and zealous support, and their votes | 


elected him. For forty years he hasconsistently 
advocated a tariff; yet he was not read out of the 
party, but eee and elevated to the highest 
place in the giftof the people. The Democracy 
of the North are for a tariff; and I regard themas 
truly devoted to the genuine principles of the party 
as the gentleman from Virginia. I dislike this 


practice of one Democrat reading lectures to an- || 


I hope I shall not be | 


December of that year: ‘The soundest maxims of public 
policy, and the principles upon which our republican insti- 
tutions are founded, recommend a proper adaptation of the 
revenue to the expenditure ; and they also require that the 
expenditure shall be limited to what, by an economical 
adininistration, shall be consistent with the simplicity of 
the Government, and necessary to an efficient public ser- 
vice. In effecting this adjustment, it is due, in justice to 
the interests of the diffetent States, and even to the preser- 
vation of the Union itself, that the protection afforded by 
existing laws to any branch of the national industry should 
not exceed what may be necessary to counteract the regu- 
lations of foreign nations, and to secure a supply of those 
articles of manufacture essential to the national independ- 
ence and safety in time of war.’ In several of his previous 
messages to Congress he avows similar principles in terms 
still stronger, and in one of them he cites the authority of 
Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe in their support. 

“This is my creed, upon the subject of the tariff, and I 
am both willing and anxious to carry it out fairly into prac 
tice. [am willing to unite with my political friends from 
the North, the South, the East, and the West, in reducing 
the expenditures of the Government to the lowest point, 
consistently with the national honor and the national safety. 
| | would not impose one dollar of duties on foreign imports 

beyond what may be necessary to meet such an econom- 
ical expenditure. In adjusting these duties, however, I 
shall never abandon the principle of discrimination in favor 
of such branches of home industry as may be necessary to 
secure a supply of those articles of manufacture essential 
to the national independence and safety in time of war. 
And this, more especially, after such manufactures have 
already been established at immense expense on the faith 
of your laws. |! would save them from sinking into ruin 
by a rate of discrimination necessary to preserve them.”’ 


Mr. STANTON. [oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and I think I 
can makea speech quite as pertinent to that amend- 
ment as the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
done. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, {[Mr. 
STeEVENS,] a moment ago, inquired of the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Mitison] to what po- 
litical association certain gentlemen upon this side 
of the House, and myself among the number, be- 
longed, who had voted upon an amendment in a 
certain direction. 

Now, sir, 1 have sometimes seen some very 
small men call a gentleman’s vote in question be- 
cause of the company in which he voted. I have 
always regarded it as the business of a statesman 
to take the questions upon which he is called to 
vote, and condemn or approve them according to 
their merits; but if the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania chooses to call my political orthodoxy in 
question because I do not choose to follow the 
majority of the Committee of Ways and Means 
as a flock of sheep follow their bell-wether, he 
will probably find frequent opportunity of criticis- 
ing the votes I shall give. Ido not belong to that 





other, merely because he may differ on a single || class of politicians who attach themselves to the 
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party with which, in general, they act. On the 
contrary, it always gives me great pleasure to find 


gentlemen upon the other side of the House voting || j 
right and sound in their opinions upon ae ques- || interests, and will afford some relief to an interest 
them | 


tion whatever; and whenever I can fin 


voting with me, it is always an evidence with me || sideration of the framers of this hill. 
Mr. Chairman, I represent a || 


that there is a great improvement taking place in 
that political organization against which, on most 
occasions, | feel myself bound to go.. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if itis supposed by gen- 
tlemen who are arguing warmly in favor of a 
tariff for the protection of iron and woolen goods 
that it is to be regarded asa test of political ortho- 


tura 
agricultural constatuency, claims a share in the 


' a Fe ) : oe. ae ; a 
skirts of certain individuals as the leaders of the || for any maritime perenne to the injury of the | 
f, therefore, the duty on Ma- || 


| 
| 
om when a gentlemen representing the agricul- | 

interests of the country, or representing an | 


common protection which is for all the industrial | 


interests of the country, | want to know it. Let 
us understand what our political position is, and 


let it be known what constitutes political ortho- | 


doxy. Itdoes so happen, that gentlemen who 
are engaged in these manufacturing pursuits, con- 
gregated together in small numbers, having the 
advantage of capital, are able to bring a very pow- 
erful influence to bear upon legislation; while the 
acriculturists are a scattered multitude, having 
individually a small capital; having no power of 


intelligence and efforts of their Representatives | 
here alone. They have no tobby influence here. | 
They do not collect $100@00 from a single firm | 
for the purpose of securing protection upon any | 
interest of theirs. They are, as I said, compelled | 
to depend upon the intelligence of their Repre- 
sentatives here; and | tell the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that if a gentleman is to be called to 
account politically here because he chooses to do | 
what he regards for the interests of his constitu- 
ents, he will find ita hazardous business. Iam | 
here to represent the interests of the agricultur- | 
ists,and to claim that the wool growers shall have | 
protection as well as the wool manufacturers. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MONTGOMERY, by unanimousconsent, | 
withdrew his amendment. 


Mr. MORSE. I move to strike out these 
words: 


**On Manilla and other hempe of India, $20 per ton.” 





Yesterday, Mr. Chairman, I gave several rea- | 
sons why thtee words should be stricken from 

the bill; and Manilla hemp be admitted free of 
duty; and I indulge some hope that the motion I 
now make will meet the favorable action of the 
cSmmittee. Manilla hemp does not come into 
competition with any sxiln ot Ansesionn growth. | 
It does not, so faras used on board of ships, come | 


into competition with the hemp of the West. We || 


import largely of Russia hemp, in the form of | 
yarns, which are manufactured into rigging in | 
this country. The duty on raw hemp is now | 
higher than on yarns, the hemp is therefore spun 
into yarn abroad, and imported in that shape. In | 
the bill before the committee, the duty on both 
hemp and yarn, and cordage of all kinds, is raised 
above the duties now established; and the prin- 
ciple of the law now in force, making the duty on 
on cordage lower than on hemp, is right the re- | 
verse, and the duty on the manufactured article | 
made the highest, on the principle of giving the 
manufacture to our own people. The western 
States will not, for many years, supply the market 
with hemp used for tarred rigging, * the duty be 
what it may. Butif they could at once supply 
the market, this Manilla hemp would not be a 
competing article, for it will continue to be used 
for certain parts of the rigging of a ship, whether 
there be much or little western hemp put into the 
hemp markets. It is used for the running rig- 
ging of ships, such as braces, falls, &c., and will 
continue to be used for these purposes whatever 
may be the price of western hemp, because it is 
preferred for these purposes, and our ship owners 
will use no other. It is an entirely different ar- | 
ticle from the hemp grown in this country, and | 
on board ship is used for a different purpose. It | 
will not take tar, and is only used where light 
and pliable rope is wanted. All the heavy rig- 
ging about a ship—all that is kept set up—small 
or large, such as shrouding and staying, is made 
of tarred rope. Each species of hemp has its pe- 
culiar use, and will not interfere with each other | 





|| the plow, have no share in its provisions. 


|| the United States should be the last to protest | 


a —— — —— - or 


| western product. 
| nilla hemp be stricken outaltogether, it will neither | 
injure nor interfere, to any great extent, with other 


| which seems to have escaped the favorable con- 


Mr. SIMMS. 
hemp-growing region, and if this bill is to pass I | 
insist that this great interest shall not be less pro- 
tected by its provisions than other great indys- 
trial interests of the country. In all the provis- | 
ions of this bill there are but two or three articles 
protected by it in which the agricultural interest | 
of the country is directly interested. One is the 
article of hemp, and the other the article of wool. 
| The duty proposed to be levied upon unmanufac- 
tured hemp, and articles manufactured from this | 
| staple cf foreign growth, are less, by the provis- 
| ions of this bill, than under existing laws. While 
duties are increased upon iron, and every species | 
of domesti@manufacture in which the capitalists | 
| of Pennsylvania and New England are interested, 
| the great farming interest of the South, the West, 
and Northwest, are disregarded. Its sole purpose 
| is to protect capital, not labor. It is to make the 
rich richer, and the poor poorer. 


tion. The toiling millions who work for their | 


daily bread, who drive the shuttle, the anvil, and 
While 
it fills the coffers of the rich, itt adds additional 
cost to the very bread and raiment upon which | 


The gentleman from Maine represents the ship- 

pins interest of the North; an interest that has 

ycen fostered and supported from the public Treas- 
- rT . 

ury for more than forty years. Not content with 

this, he now insists upon a reduction of the pro- 

— rate of duty upon the article of Manilla 





is unwilling that the ship-owner shall pay a like | 
tariffupon the articles used in the constructing and 
rigging of vessels. This is to be the great privileged 
interest of the country, that is to bear no part of | 
the burdens of taxation. For more tha forty 
years they have had navigation laws in foree, con- 
fining the entire coastwise trade of this gountry 
to, American-built ships, thereby creating a mo- 
nopoly of this trade in their favor, which has been | 
estimated to be worth to their interest about 
$4,000,000 per annum, in the way of high freight 
charges for the transportation of produce and every 
other article of merchandise from one American 
port to another; and still, not satisfied, they now | 
demand that, in addition to this, every article that 
is used in the construction and rigging of a ship 
shall be subject toa mere nominal duty, or noduty | 
atall, They have also had their fishing bounties— | 
amere gratuity from the public Treasury—forthe 
last fifty years, amounting to about $500,000. 
Sir, a representative of the shipping interest of | 





against the protection of any other interest in this 
country. They have been fed and sustained from 


Its provisions | 
|| do not reach the great laborjng interest of the na- 

bringing the force of combination to bear upon | 
legislation; but are compelled to depend upon the || 


the laboring man lives. 


emp. While he is willing to tax, by high tariffs, | 
the great producing interest of the country, he | 
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| the Government by taxation on Imports. 





the hemp grown in this country? Tribute is cy. 
ied upon every interest in the country to admin. 
ister to the benefit of this peculiar interest. The 
merchants and farmers of the South are taxed. 
and that is all right; but New England refuses ¢, 
be taxed like people in the other sections of the 
country. They refuse to pay duties upon any for. 
eign article used in the construction of their shins 
Are they, sir, foreverto be an exclusive class? |, 
this right? I protest against any such unfairness 

Mr. Chairman, it has become part and parcel of 
the policy of this country to supply revenue for 
, 7 If this 
country were so situated that, in natural produc. 
tions and climate, and every other respect, the 
taxes imposed would fall equally upon all sec. 
tions of the country, and all classes, it would 
perhaps, be the best means for the purpose; but 
that is not so, and the laws of climate and pro- 
duction prevent this. Such can never be th, 
case; hence no tariff can ever be perfectly just and 
equal; and, under the tariff system of the United 
States, two thirds of the revenue of the Goverp- 


| ment is paid by the southern section of the Con- 








the public Treasury for the last half century. 
That interest has been the pet object of all our 
discriminating laws. The great producing and 
agricultural interest of the South, the West, and 
Southwest, has been taxed by these discriminat- 
ing laws, in the form of navigation acts and fish- 
ing bounty acts, more than $200,000,000, for the 


North, since the organization of this Government. 
That these laws still remain in force, and that 





this tax is still levied upon the public Treasury, 
in the form of fishing bounties, and upon the pro- 
ducing interest of the nation, in the form of navi- 

gation acts, I regard as unjust and oppressive. 
The gentleman’s argument for the reduction of 
the duty on Manilla hemp is, that it is not used 
for any purpose abouta ship that American hemp 
can be used for, and hence it does not, and cannot, 
compete with American hemp. While, sir, this 
proposition may be true, that Manilla hemp is | 
used fora certain purpose, and that no other hemp 
can be used for that pyrpose, may it not be used | 
' 


especial support of the shipping interest of the 


for purposes for which American hemp is now 
used ? He tells us that it will not compete with 
the hemp raised in the United States. If it be 
permitted to come in free of duty, will it not be | 
used for other purposes than those for which it is 
now used, and in this way may it not supersede 





federacy, while the northern section doubles us iy 
wealth and in population? Is that fair? Is j; 
just? It isnot. * it not an unreasonable thine, 
then, when we ask thatthe duty shall be retained 
on hemp, that gentlemen from that section of th; 
country, that has been fostered and fed from the 
public Treasury since the organization of thy 
Government, almost, shall enter their protest 
against it? I hope the gentleman’s proposition 
will be voted down. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORSE. I nowmove to strike out “twen- 
ty,’?in the same line, and insert *‘ ten dollars per 
ton. 

The gentleman from Kentucky has entirely 
evaded the brief argument which I, a few mo- 
ments ago, addressed to the committee. He starts 
and continues upon the presumption that Manille 
hemp may be used for every part of the rigging 
ofaship. I have stated over and over again that 
itis a species of hemp used in no other part of 
the rigging of a ship except the running rigging, 
and which will continue to be used for this pur- 

ose, let the home production of American hemp 
be whatit may. Untarred Russian and American 
hemp was once used for this purpose, but for th 
last ten years Manilla has taken its place. Itcan- 
not be tarred, and is never used in the standing 
rigging of a ship, which weighs many times mor 
than the smaller light Manilla rope used for falls, 
braces, &c; and so far as its commercial use is 
concerned, it will not come in competition with 
American hemp. Could you of the West supply 
the entire home market with your hemp, at much 
less than the price it now commands, tlie ship- 
owner would continue to use this Manilla grass 


rope. 

Mr. SIMMS. May it not be used for som 
other purposes where the domestic article is now 
used? 

Mr. MORSE. I suppose‘it could be used for 
bed-cords, tackle-falls, and like purposes, but not 
so far as to create an injurious competition. The 
bill before the committee is a good bill for the 
hemp-grower; and if you cannot, even under this 
bill, supply the home market for years, why per- 
sist in imposing burdens on an oppressed inter- 
est when it is no benefit to you, and serves only 
to collect money from a branch of industry least 
able to bear the burdens of taxation with which 
to fill your Treasury? lam perfectly willing to 
so regulate the duties as to give the hemp-growcr 
all reasonable protection. The bill proposed gives 
a high protection to the hemp-grower—far hig!i«r 
than commerce is able to bear. It raises the duty 
on the raw material, and tlttn changes the duty 
on tarred cables and cordage to two cents and © 
half per pound, and on yarns to four cents per 
yound; which} think, if I mistake not, is the 
cook rotection, taken as a whole, this article has 
ever had. Sir, when the gentleman can show mc 
that the whole practice of our ship-builders is to 
be reversed; when he can show me that this Ma- 
nilla grass, or hemp, will take and hold tar, an¢ 
be used for the large heavy rigging in ships, suc! 
as stays and shrouds, there will be some force 11 
his answer to my position, and not till then. 

The gentleman charges that we receive aid from 
the bounties paid to fishermen. That is not a 
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ship-owners a: merely, and we do not de- 

fend it as such, It is of less consequence to, us 
than to the nation as a whole. e say it isa 
national question, and the only national question 
that tends directly to the multiplication of Ameri- 
can sailors, so much needed to man our ships of 
war in times of danger. It is altogether the best 
nursery we have.for American seamen. They 
have never failed in time of war, and have always 
been the best defenders of our national ships in 
their collisions with our foes upon the sea. But 
now is not the time to defend this policy of boun- 
ties, and I pass from it. 

The gentleman says we do not pay this duty of 
twenty dollars per ton on Manilla pee but that 
the South pays it for us. This is an old theory, 
but still a strange-sounding one, and as little un- 
derstood by its expounders as by those not gifted 
with such marvellous powers of dialectics. I 
should be much gratified if that gentleman would 
be good enough to tell us how it is that, on his 
principle that the consumer pays the duties, he can 
make it out by metaphysics the mostsubtle, that 
the southern people pay two thirds of the duties 
assessed on imports? Where and who are the 
consumers of foreign products in this country? 
Not the unfortunate bondmen, for they use none; 
but the white race. Do not the seventeen or 
more millions of this race at the North, consume 
as large an amount of foreign products as the 
eight million free whites in the southern States? 
Every man inthe North is aconsumer. Every 
laborer, under our form of industry, isa consumer 
of foreign products; and, on the theory of even 
your side of the House, pays duties to the extent 
of his consumption of taxable imports. It is a 
strangeand incomprehensible theory that, because 
you happen to produce a raw material that is 
largely exported and exchanged for foreign prod- 
ucts, therefore you pay the duties assessed on 
imports. No such conclusion follows. ‘There is 
not the most remote connection between his prem- 
ises and conclusion. There is not the poor merit 
of even plausibility in a theory so visionary. 

But is this old tax theory the only answer the 
gentleman has to meet the argument presented in 
favor of a reduction of duties on Manilla hemp, 
put in this bill, as far as we yet know, for reve- 
nue purposes only? I contend it is a discrimina- 
tion against an interest which has suffered more 
for the last four years than any other in the coun- 
try. This very bill raises the duties on every 
dutiable article that goes into the construction of 
ships. It raises the duties on flat, bar, and round 
iron, on every bolt and spike, nail, rivet, and 
screw you drive into a ship, and relieves the ship- 
ping interest in no particular. I asked the com- 
mittee to reduce the duties on chains, anchors, 
and a few other articles, and it refased to do so 
because they are manufactured to some extent in 
this country; and the ship owners must bear the 
increased burdens to promote the manufacturing 
interest. And now, when I ask that the com- 
merce of the country may be relieved by relin- 
quishing the duties on an article not produced in 
this country, and that will not come into compe- 
tition with the domestic article, I am met, for 
want of a more suitable answer, with the old 
story about fishing bounties, and with a fresh 
reiteration of the incomprehensible theory that 
southern exports pay the duties on northern con- 
sumption. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I have been silent, 
Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of expediting the 
passage of this bill; but I find that silence on my 
part does not effect the object, for it has been an- 
nounced by the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Mixtson] that he intends to fight every section of 
the bill—every part and parcel of it—and to enter 
his protest against it, and fer the reason that it is 
not the Democratic faith to 
kind to be passed. Actuated bya similar feeling 
to his, theugh by motives of an opposite charac- 
ter, (for I am in favor of the bill) and fearing that 
ry silence might be construed into ingifference, 
I desire to say a word. [ favor this bill because 
1 am in favor of protecting the manufacturing 
interests of the country, not to the detriment of 
eae I believe it would have no such effect; 
I believe it would afford mutual advantage to the 
manufacturer and the agriculturist. If it make 
a home demand, it advances the prices of agricul- 
tural produce. Hence I am in favor of protection 
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by discrimination in favor of domestic manufac- | 


tures. 


House. It was announced yesterday, by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, that this discrimination did 
not benefit the manufacturers. I cannot compre- 
hend this. 
the arguments made against the tariff for the last 


irginia says that this protection would not ben- 


efit the manufacturers, and hence would not build 
up manufacturing interests mtoa een He 
( 


says that the amount levied as duty was lost in 
the manufacturing process. This magical de- 
struction of the protective duties I do not com- 
prehend. I know it is not alone beneficial to the 
manufacturer. He receives a portion; the rest 
goes to the surrounding agricultural interest, and 
into the hands of the laborers engaged in the pro- 
cess of manufacturing. This system of protec- 
tion sheds its benign influences over all the in- 
terests of the country, giving impulse and energy 
to all—injuring none. Therefore the arguments 
of the Democratic party against monopolies have 
been all found to be in error. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] 
said yesterday that protection would not benefit 
the constituents of my friend from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Quar.eEs,] because they were too remote 


from custort-houses to feel the influence of the | 
Well, Kentucky is as remote as Tennes- | 


tariff. 
see is; and I tell the gentleman from Alabama 
that if he will give us the benefit of this bill, we 
in Kentucky will feel its salutary influence. A 
depression exists all through the manufacturing 
interests of the State of Kentucky for the very 
want of such a bill as this which we now pro- 


pose to put in operation. The iron interest is de- || 


pressed. We cannot get the price for iron which 
we got several years ago. Then we got from 
$26 to $30 per ton; now it lies in the yards of the 
furnaces in my district, and cannot command $20 
per ton. If our iron masters get the benefit of this 
po per ton, it will raise the price of iron, and will at 
east benefit my district. I speak for the interest 
of my constituents. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
the amendment so as to fix the duty on Manilla 
hemp at forty dollars per ton. 

Mr. Chairman, I have sat here quietly, seeing 
this work go on, knowing that the result was a 
foregone conclusion; and I thought it was well 
enough for gentlemen to do their work after a 


fashion that has been determined upon, I sup- | 


pose, in caucus, and to leaye the question to its 
fate in another branch of the Government. But, 
sir, in reference to this question of hemp, I see 
very plainly that the gentleman who represents 
the building of ships does not propose to cote the 
expense of ship-building raised upon him, if he 
can avoid it. Itis well known to this House that 
the expense of taking a ton of hemp from Lex- 
ington, Kentucky, to Boston, is fully equal to that 


ton and Maine are concerned. We know, also, 
that this very bill—and it is well for the gentle- 
man from Maine to be on the look-out—is calcu- 


lated to crush the commercial interests; for if it || 


prevails so as to exclude competition with the 
iron of Pennsylvania, the ships now engaged in 
importing iron into this country must rot, or turn 
to some other business. We import nowa large 
amount of iron. It requires many ships to do it. 
If you manufacture that iron at home, not only 
does the outgoing cargo cease to go, but the in- 


coming one ceases also, and thus there will be a | 


surplus of the navigation interest; and if you sub- 
ject that interest to the same burdens that it seems 
designed to subject others to, the production of 
the article will cease in a great degree. But yet 
the gentleman ought to recollect that equality is 


and manufacturers of other descriptions protected, 
he ought, as an act af justice, to extend the same 
protection to other interests. 


supply the demand, it may be because, in fact, 
there has not been sufficient protection. Thatis 


I move to amend | 
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their theory; that is their argument. Make it 


Il, pose. and I will be bound that we shall find 
I am astonished to hear the arguments made | 


against this bill on the Democratic side of the | 


ands eneugh to supply all the hemp that the com- 
mercial interests of the country require. Make it 
so that a man can realize an extraordinary rate of 
profit, and I will answer for it that hemp enough 
will be grown in this country to supply the whole 
demand for it, to any extent to which it may go. 


|| | would suggest, therefore, that instead of dimin- 


| twenty years, in Democratic speeches, was that | 
| protection would build up monopolies, and thereby 
sone the poor. And yet the gentleman from 


ishing the duty itshould be increased; and I make 
' the proposition to test gentlemen upon the other 
| side, and also to illustrate-the efficacy of the pro- 
posed system. se 

Mr. JENKINS. I am ee much surprised to 
learn from the remarks of the gentleman from 


|| Maine that he is in favor of direct taxation. The 


| gentleman from Maine, as we have all ascertained, 
| not only from his speech of to-day, but from the 
| one of yesterday, is in favor of putting the tariff 
| on those articles which can be made in this coun- 
| try, upon the ground that they will eventually be 
/ made here through that protection cheaper than 
they can be made abroad. That, of course, would 
| prevent the importation of those articles, and hence 
| the receiving of any revenue from these articles. 
| Then he proposes to take the duty off Manilld 
hemp and all other articles not made here, ana 
| that would leave the Federal Government with- 
| out any revenue at all. So that, following out 
his policy, we would eventually have to resort 
to direct taxation to support the Government. 
But, I wish to notice another point or two in 
the gentleman’s remarks. He seemed to urge, as 
one special reason why the duty should be taken 
| off Manilla hemp, that we could not make al! the 
cordage about a ship of this hemp, but only one 
fourth partofit. Now,1I would respectfully sug- 
gest that that is rather a reason why he should 
consent to retain the tax upon it. The smaller 
the quantity of an article that his people consume 
the less the tax, and I think they might afford to 
yay a mite at least towards the support of the 
Federal Government 
But the gentleman tells us, in relation to the 
fishing bounties, that we pay $650,000 a year for 
the purpose of creating and fostering a nursery 
for seamen to fight the battles of our country. 
Why, sir, lam astonished that a gentleman com- 
ing from, and representing, as he does, 4 commer- 
cial emporium, should endeavor to place those 
bounties on such a false ground. Do we getsea- 
men to fight the battles of the country from the 
little craft engaged in fishing for cod off the banks 
of Newfoundland? Do we not rather get them 
from amongst the trained seamen of the whaling 
vessels and the regular merchant service? I would 
reming the gentleman that we have in this coun- 
try ten times as many seamen in the merchant 
service, compared to the number in the regular 


the globe; and that is ths last excuse to which 
the gentleman should resort to justify the pro- 
riety of the Government’s paying these fishing 
ounties. 
But the gentleman made another remark. He 
says that he cannot understand how it is that the 


are more consumers, and that on our theory that 
the consumers pay the taxes, therefore, the North 
| pays the largest part of the taxes. I would remind 
| the gentleman, respectfully, that the tax which we 
| pay in the South towards the supportof the Fed- 
eral Government is not the only one or the heavi- 
est tax we pay through the operation of the tariff. 
Why, sir, where we 
revenue to support the Federal Government, 
through the operation of the tariff, we pay anotlier 
dollar in the enhanced price which that tariff giyes 
to articles of domestic manufacture. Itistruc that 
| the North does pay a large sum in the way of reve- 
nue, towards the support of the Federal Govern- 
ment, through the operation of the tariff; but she 

ets a large part, if not all of it, back from the 
South, in the increased price which she gets for 
her articles of manufacture, through the operation 


\| of the same tariff; while we of the South, when 
justice; and if he desires to have the iron-masters | 


we pay our proportion of the taxes towards tlie 
support of the Federal Government, through tlie 
| operation of the tariff, instead of getting it back in 


'| any such manner as that, have to pay the same 
If the producers of hemp have been unable to | 


| sum over again for identically the same articles 
| made by our manufacturing brethren of the New 





| England States. 


Navy, as they have in any country on the face of 


South pays so large a share of the revenuca of 


n, Hen || the country, on the ground that at the North there 
of bringing it from St. Petersburg; so that really | 


the expenses are about the same, so far as Bos- | 


ay one dollar by way of 
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man who was last upon the floor, it seems to me, || market price at that very time. 
The reason.why a protective duty upon an-| 


in relation to the compensation which is received | 


by the _— of the North, applies with quite as 
much force to the people of the South. If the 
North receives a higher price for the iron which 
they manufacture, I would like to know if the 
South do not receive a corresponding higher 

rice for their cotton? I would like to know if 
Virginia does not receive a higher price for her 
tobacco, because there are in the northern States 
a larger number who require these articles for 
consumptiond Sir, it surprises me that gentlemen 
should rise on this floor and assert that the South 


this Government, as has been asserted here to- | 
day, when, in the same breath, it is asserted this 
tax falls on the consumer, and when every gentle- 
man must know that there are in the northern 
States twice as many who are consumers. How 
is it in regard to the people of the North? We 


are taxed for everything we wear, from the soles || 


of our boots to the tops of our hats, whereas four | 


million of the laboring population of the South | 


consume nething that is imported, and conse- | 
quently pay no tax for the support of the Gov- 

ernment. They cannot escape from that position | 
by asserting that the goods which are protected | 
for the benefit of the manufacturer, are dearer than | 
they otherwise would be. Sir, the consumers of 

the South do not have to pay any more for these 
articles than the consumers of the North do. My4 
people in the State of Lowa pay vastly more taxes | 
for the support of the Government than the con- 
stituents of my friends from Virginia or Missouri, 
because all the laboring men in my State are in 
the habit of wearing imported goods, while all 
those in Missouri and Virginia do not. 

Mr. KEITT. The gentleman says that the 
people of Lowa pay more than their share for the 
tg of the Federal Government. Now, I 
wish to ask him if he is willing to compel his con- 
stituents to pay a still larger share for the sup- 
port of the Government by voting for this bill ? 

Mr. CURTIS. If the gentleman from South 
Carolina will be patient and hear me, I will in- 
form him why [ expect to vote for this bill. In 
the first place, however, I will remark that the 
people of the State of Iowa, as constituents in 
this General Government, are willing to pay their 
fair share for its support. But they also expect 
to receive an equivalent for what they pay. I | 
was remarking that the people of lowa pay more 
for the support of the Government than an equal 
population of Virginia, because a larger propor- 
tion of them are consumers of imported goods. 
Iowa, as an agricultural people, will recewe an 
equivalent for the additional price which they pay 
upon the manufactured sidie. by building upa 
home market at ourown doors ‘The gentleman 
asks me how I show that? I answer, by the | 
protection to which I am willing to afford home 
manufactures. I encourage manufactures to come 
into my own neighborhood—into my Own vicin- 
ity. I expect to see the mechanics which we | 
now feed and support in France and England, 
transferring their skill and machinery to our own 
soil, where we can feed the workmen with the 
fresh products of our own rich prairie farms. 

Here the hammer fell.]} 
“he amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I propose to amend the amend- | 
ment, by changing ten dollars to eleven dollars. 
I wish to say that there is no greater fallacy | 
which can be advocated for the support of free 
trade against protection than that just advanced 
by the gentleman from Virginia, that the con- | 
sumer pays a heavier tax upon every article of | 
home manufacture, because of the protection | 
which is afforded by the dititatnpanel ipein ths 


imported article, or in other words, that the price | 
of an article in necessarily enhanced by the pro- 
tection afforded the manufacturer. This was the | 
fallacy of the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. | 
Walker, in 1846, when he came forth with his re- | 
port, stating, in reference to very many articles, | 
precisely what the gentleman from Virginia now | 
states: that the people of the country were com- | 
pelled to pay a fo 

tection, and then a tax arising in consequence of 
the enhanced price of the American article from | 
the duty imposed upon the foreign. Why, sir, | 
he had before him in the list many articles upon | 


ouble tax; first, a tax for pro- | 
i 
j 
j 


| article does not enhance the price of thatarticle in | 


the market is because it makes a home market; 


| because it stimulates competition at home; and 
| because, when the home manufacturer can manu- 
| facture and sell twice, thrice, and four times the 


amount of the article, he can afford to sell it ata 
less price. 
sixpence and a slow shilling; it is because the 
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Mr. CURTIS. The argument of the gentle- t| which the duty imposed was greater than the |! 


i 
} 


It is the difference between a nimble | 


| home manufacturer knows that he can command | 


the supply of the whole market, and therefore can 


_ afford to produce and sell cheaper than the foreign 
pays two thirds of the taxes for the support of || 


manufacturer can afford to produce and import. 
And that is my answer to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Sranton,] who accuses us in New 
England with seeking to build up our manufae- 
turing interests to the injury of the agricultural 
interests. [repel the insinuation. We have no 
hostility to the agricultural interests. 
perity of our interests and of the agricultural in- 
terests is one and the same. The manufacturer 
of wool cannot prosper unless he has a home 
market. 


twenty years from this time,no matter how many 
he may manufacture; and so the agriculturist is 
benefited by the home market, which those en- 
gaged in manufacture afford him. So it is that 
one stimulates and supports the products of the 
other. 

The idea that there can be no home protection, 
unless the consumer pays the duty, is absurd. 
The effect of such a duty upon goods as affords 
protection to the home manufacturers, by Keeping 
out the foreign goods, is, that it opens up a mar- 
ket for the home producers, induces competition 
among them, and thus reduces the cost of the arti- 
cte. "That has been the history of the matter from 
the first tariff ever made down to the present time. 
The effect of it has been to cause the price of cot- 
ton, which was once forty cents per yard, to be 
reduced to six cents per yard, while, according 
to the doctrine of the gentleman from Virginia, 
through the effect of protection, it should have 
risen to eighty cents per yard. Every man who 
buystwo yards of cotton cloth forten cents, knows 
that that result has been accomplished by protec- 
tion to the home manufacturers, and thus indu- 
cing them to compete with each other, and reduce 
the cost of production. 

Mr. KEITT. Mr. Chairman, an English no- 
bleman the other day, in Parliament, said that, 
while France and Great Britain were treading the 
road of advancement in political economy, the 
United States were going backwards. We have 
here revived all of the old fallacies which have 
been discussed for the last thirty years,and which 
we had supposed were at last exploded. Gen- 
tlemen seem to predicate their support of this bill 
upon various grounds, and I do not know what 


| particular ground to take up in order to answer 
the areuments which have been made. 





One gentleman says that his constituents pay 
an unequal proportion of the taxes of the coun- 
try, yet he will go for the bill, with a view to 


| build up manufactories here and there, and with a 
| view to allow them to sell articles which are pro- 
| duced here around us. 


Is not that an admission 
that the persons around receive, in the sale of their 
articles, compensation for the additional price 
which they pay in consequence of this protection ? 
Does it not also show that those who are not here 
around receive no compensation whatever, and 
that they suffer from this protection? Another 
gentleman says, with an amazing mere of 
discovery, that we get American cotton goods as 
cheap now as the imported cotton goods. Your 
tariff has not achieved this; but improved ma- 
chinery, the multiplication of capital, increase of 
skill, and the thousand constituent elements which 
enter into the advance of a people, have brought 
about this result. Would it not have gone on 
still more, but for the fetters which you have 
thrown around it? 

One gentleman says that the South pays an 
undue proportion of the revenue. I will tell you 
how she pays it. Your imports are predicated 
upon sana exports; and where do your exports 
come from? Not only do the consumers pay, but 
the producers of the exports pay; because, in pro- 
portion to your production, they get a similar re- 
turn for their own articles. A man who makes 


The pros- | 


Unless he can sell his manufactured | 
goods in this country, he cannot export them in | 
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aaa Sa ae in return wine or silks 
or articles which are brought in, just in propor. 
tion to the amount of taxes you put upon them 
It is in this way that the South, Grvenh her pro- 
ducing and exporting capacity, pays more than a 
fair proportion. 

Gentlemen say that, unless you give them this 
| protection, their great interest wall languish. Lan- 
'guish, why? Beeause you have not got a home 

market? You have got as good a home market 
as you had before. Eaneutth, because you can- 
not meet the competition of foreigners? If you 
cannot meet the competition of foreigners, and 
7 must have protection to give you a home mar- 

et, do you not get that out of those who buy? 
What do you want with protection, to give you a 
| home market, if your interests are sufficiently 
| Strong not to regard this support? You hiad it 
| for forty years; you have built up your system; 
| and you told us, decade after decade, that al! you 

wanted was stability. You have a tariff—a tariff 


|| put on by New England. You said that you 


PD — 





ple who raise provisions, not only to feed them- 
selves, but they can produce almost enough to 


4 wanted stability; and now what do we sce? Is 


| there a single man of those who said that their 
| industrial system vibrated so sensitively to every 
shock; who said that they cared not so sails 
about the amount of protection as they did to have 
a stable system of protection—is there a single 
man of them who does not come here now and 
want to shock their systems? 

What is this for? Do you of New England 
get an advantage from this tariff, or is it only for 
a political purpose? Are you really compromis- 
| ing the industrial system of your own section for 
| a political eae If that be so, are you will- 
| ing, upon that platform, to go before the people? 
Are you willing to go before the country upon 

the ground that some interests want support out 
| of the Treasury? If anything undermines the 
| Government, it will be this; for Roman liberty 

perished when the Roman populace were fed out 

of the public granaries. The men who come here 

and ask for high protection upon their industrial 

system, are only asking the Government to stretch 

forth its hand to pluck the gain of others for their 
| advantage. 

a the hammer fell.] 

r. DAWES, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. I say to the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Rareea that I represent a 
constituency, and half a State, as much deserving 

| the name of an agricultural community as he or 

any othersouthern man. I understand very well 
the large share of taxes my people have to pay. 
I am not anxious to increase their burdens. On 
the contrary, I am opposed to increasing them, 
and desire to. ameliorate their condition in this 
respect. I only favor the increase of duties upon 
imports in order to meet the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, which have been greatly swollen by the 
extravagance of this Administration, and to pay 
the consequent heavy debt which hangs over the 
country. So far as that object is concerned, I am 
willing to increase the revenue. I understand that 
the tariff bill before the committee does nothing 
more than this. 

Neither do I ask that my people shall be fed 
out of the public crib, as the gentleman argues 
those do who go for protection. They are a peo- 


feed the people of all countries. They feed the 

eople ithe South and the people of the North. 

hey are like the ancient Egyptians, peculiarly 
a provision-growing and supplying community; 
with soil, climate, and intelligence, to develop the 
utmost success in this branch of industry. One 
of the great objects of our farmers is the raising 
of hogs. They are becoming the great staple of 
the State of Iowa. I wish to sce the proper man- 
ufactures established to dispose of the head, feet, 
bristles, and even the hair of the animal; and I 
wish, theref>re, to see manufactories of oil, can- 
dles, soap, giue, brushes, and mattresses, in close 
proximity to my constituents, where the rough 
material can be prepared for general use. We 
also raise and expert large quantities of cattle. 1 
want to see the hoofs, hides, and even the horns, 
of such as we butcherat ourown slaughter-houses, 
manufactured in our own vicinity. [ therefore 
desire to see shoemakers, combmakers, and all 
kind of manufacturers, convenient, and prepared 
to make profita’sle use of all, even the offal of the 
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animal. I do not wish my penne to incur the 
entire loss or the expense of transporting these 
articles to remote places for manufacturing pur- | 
noses. I prefer that oy should be manufac- | 
tured in our own neighborhood, where my people | 
can exchange and economize in the interchange | 
of labor. ; 

And, Mr. Chairman, we have alsoavast amount | 
of water power in the State of lowa. We have 
in the Mississippi river, at one place—at the lower 
rapids—a fall of twenty-four fect, and at anothera 
fall of some twenty-two feet. This water power 
is immense and easily applied. I want to see the 
great Mississippi applied to mechanical use. [ 
want to see manufactories spring up there; and 
| therefore want to see protection afforded by a 
tariff measure that will conduce to the develop- 
ment of these great latent resources of my State. 
There are also interior rivers possessed of such 
advantages, especially the Des Slaimes, where, at 
convenient intervals, in a beautiful and fertile val- 
ley, there are three hundred feet of falls. Buta 
small portion of this has been developed, although 
here is a physical convenient power sufficient for 
millions of spindles, looms, and factories. I want 
to see protection and encouragement afforded, so 
that machinery - be put up and set in motion 
throughout every beautiful valley of the State. 
in that way Iowa expects to be compensated for 
ihe encouragement given to other than a single 
industrial pursuit. We want to afford every 
means for enticing manufactories within reach of 
our physical resources; and very well understand 
the advantages of convenient markets, which we 
expect tosecure by bringing them to us rather than 
paying half the value of our agricultural products 
te transport them to market. 

Mr. Chairman, I deny that thisis the protection 
of one class at the expense of another. I con- 
sider it self-protection. I abhor any such doc- 
trine, and all your pretense of favored classes in 
this tariff adjustment. We propose only to give 
legitimate encouragement to the industry and the 
skiilof the country. Lowa, by voting for a tariff, 
secures important advantages for herself. 

In reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Sranton,] who speaks of the protection of agri- 
culture, by demanding duties on agricultural prod- 
ucts, I se say that we ask no protection in any 
6ther way than that manufactures shall be invited 
to come into our midst. We ask for no duty 
upon pork. Let any nation compete with Iowa, 
if it can, ngerenors corn or hogs; we defy com- 
petition. e ask for no duty on cattle. Import 
your long-legged long horns from Mexico; we 
will double their weight and profit by their feed- 
ing. We watt no protection in the raising of 
horses. Bring in your Mexican mustangs to com- 
pete with our horses; we will make convenient 
use of them in chasing deer and wolves on our 
avestern prairies, or turn them over for the amuse- 
ment of our children. We have no need of pro- 
tection, except against common carriers, commis- 
sions, and exchanges. Bring those we feed nearer 
to our farms and fields, and we will secure our 
own peace and prosperity. Why should we send 
our hides to Europe, to be returned to us in boots 
or shoes that should have been made at our own 
doors? What we want is that kind of protection 
which we will receive by the incorporation of 
manufacturing companies among us; so that, in- 
stead of carrying our products a thousand miles, 
and across the ocean, to be manufactured, they 
can be manufactured in sight of our own doors. 
That isthe sort of agricultural manufacture I agree 
to maintain and support; and not that which the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Stanton] spoke of, 
when he supposed that we wanted protection for 
the agricultural products of the country. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I have listened to 
the speech of the gentleman from Iowa with, I 
confess, some surprise. He has hogs and cattle, 
and all those products of the plains, to supply to 
others who demand them; but how he is to be 
benefited by this protective tariff I hame yet to 
learn, That itis a question of bread in many por- 
tions of the country, is admitted. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr.Camppe.t] opened 
his speech with the declaration: ‘The question 
18 a question of bread. Pennsylvania, without 
this tariff, can no longer exist.”” If there is any 
truth in political economy, it is unquestionably 
true that the duties must constitute a portion of 





1} 


| And if so, how is a new State, which requires | 





| ment than that which it is proposed to supersede. 
| Iris unquestionably and undeniably a bill for a 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


|| the price. How, then, are the people of Lowa to || 
|| be benefited by this bill, which avowedly in- 
creases the prices of articles of consumption? [| 


| proved. 
| order to geta prenpeenes benefit and advantage 


| ent generation, and probably will not, but may, 
| fall to the lot of those who are to come hereafter. 


- 


the burdens that must fall on them? 


ask the gentleman whether, if the people of lowa 
buy iron, that iron is not enhanced in price by | 
this bill? If they buy salt to furnish to their |! 
stock, I ask whether that salt will not cost them 

more on account of the duty imposed in this bill? | 


labor to open it to industry and production, to be 
benefited by it? 

And yet the gentleman from Iowa, representing 
the unreclaimed forest and the unreclaimed plain, 
to a very considerable extent, is absolutely will- | 
ing, while engaged in making it productive, to 
increase the burdens that are to S imposed by | 
this bill on the industry of his people. And why? | 
That at some future day, far away in the distance, 
the falls to which he referred, as supplying an im- 
mediate amount of water power, would be im- | 
He would tax them for the present, in | 


for them, which may not fall to the lot of the pres- 


Is that sound logic? Isit wisdom? The gentle- 
man supports a bill which avowedly enhances the 
price of commodities consumed by his people, who 
are engaged in the reclamation of the forest, and 
in the production of the cereals and animals of the | 
plains. Iaskhimhow he can expect to find favor 
in their eyes, when this legislation of his increases | 
I therefore 
oppose the amendment of the gentleman from 
lowa. Isay that his amendment, and his support 
of this bill, are equally indefensible. I say that | 
this bill is avowedly intended, not so much to in- 
crease the revenue ofthe country—because I sup- 
pose there is not a question that this bill will not 
give more revenue to the support of the Govern- 





tection, and is so termed by many of the speakers | 
who have engaged in this debate. The gentlemen | 
from Pennsylvania who have spoken on this sub- 
jecttell you itis protection. The gentleman from 
lowa, in voting for this bill, votes for protection; 
and in voting for protection, he votes for the de- 
struction of the interests to which he referred when 
he was up a moment ago. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CURTIS, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. Monse’s amend- 
ment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. SIMMS. I offer an amendment as a sub- 
stitute for the fifteenth section. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Will it be in order to 


offer another amendment to this section, after the 


substitute of the gentleman from Kentucky is || 


offered ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. It isin order 
to amend and perfect the section before the sub- 
stitute is offered. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Then I desire to offer an- 
other—an amendment to this section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice that I will, if 
the committee -sustain me, insist on having the 
rules of debate enforced, that members shall be 
confined to the pending amendment, instead of 
rambling over the whole subject of the tariff. 

Mr. SIMMS. I now offer my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Humpurey] proposes to perfect the 
section. : 

Mr.SIMMS. That isthe object of my amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky proposes to strike out, and insert something 
else. 

Mr. SIMMS. It is to strike out and insert. 

Mr. Simms’s amendment was read, as follows: | 

Amend the fifteenth section, by inserting in the fifth line, 
after the word “‘ hemp,” “ forty,”’ in lieu of the word * thir- 
ty ;” in the sixth line, after the word “ India,” “thirty,” 
in lieu of the word “ twenty ;”’ in the eighth line, after the 
word “ cordage,’’ ‘‘ thirteen,” in lieu of the word “ ten;”’ 
and in the same Ifthe, after the word “‘ hemp,” * thirteen,” 
in lieu of the word “ten; in the ninth line, after the 
word “ cordage,”’ “ three,”’ in lieu of the word “ two;”? in 
the eleventh line, after the word “ cordage,” “ four,”’ in 
lieu of the word “three ;” in the twelfth line, after the 
word “ packthread,”’ “ five,” in lieu of the word “ four ;”’ 
in the nineteenth line, after the word “ appellation,” in- 
sert ** five,”’ in lieu of the word “ two;”? and in the same 
line, after the word “ duck,” “ thirty,”’ in lieu of the words | 
“ twenty-five ;” in the twenty-first line, after the word | 
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**white,’’ “thirty,” in lieu of the words “ twenty-five ;” 


| in the twenty-second line, after the words “ provided for,” 


* thirty,”’ in lieu of the word “ twenty ;’’ in the twenty- 
third line, after the word * flax,’’ “twenty,” in lieu of the 


| word * fifteen ;”° in the twenty-fifth line, after the word 
; “cloth,” * thirty-five,” in lieu ofthe words ** twenty-five ;’’ 


and in the twenty-seventh line, after the words “ provided 
for,”’ insert the word “ thirty,”’ in lieu of the word “ twen- 
ty ;”? so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 15. dnd be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid, on the importation of the articles herejnafler 
mentioned, the following dutics, that is to say: First, on 
unmanufacturedvhemp, forty dollars per ton; on Manilla 
aud other hemps of India, thirty dollars per ton; on jute, 
Sisal grass, sun-hemp, coir, and other vegefAble substances, 
not enumerated, used tor cordage, thirteen dollars perton ; 
on codilla, or tow of hemp, thirteen dollars per ton; on 
tarred cables or cordage, three cents and a hall per pound ; 
on untarred Manilla cordage, two cents per pound; on all 
other untarred cordage, four cents per pound; on yarns, 
twine, and packthread, five cents per pound; on seines, 
six cents per pound; on cotton bagging, or any other man- 
ufacture not otherwise provided for, suitable for the uses 
to which cotton bagging is applied, whether composed in 
whole or in part of hemp or flax, or any other material, or 
imported under the designation of gunny cloth, or any other 
appellation, five cents per square yard ;'on sail duck, thirty’ 
per centum ed valorem; on Russia and other sheetings, 
brown and white, thirty per centum ad valorem ; andon all 
other manufactures of hemp, or of which hemp shall be a 
component part, not otherwise provided for, thirty percent 
um ed valorem; on unmanufactured flax, twenty dollars 
per ton ; on tow of flax, five dollars per ton ; on grass cloth, 
thirty-five per centum ad valorem; on all other manufac- 
tures of jute or Sisal grass, not otherwise provided for, 
thirty per centum ad valorem. 


The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment must be 
considered as an entire substitute for the whole 
section; otherwise it would not be in order, be- 
cause it would be in the nature of many amend- 
ments. Itis, therefore, one amendment; and if the 
gentleman from New York has, as he suggests, 


| an amendment to perfect the original section, it 


will be first in order. 

Mr. SIMMS. IL ask fora division of the ques- 
tion, so as to take a separate vote on each of my 

ropositions. 

he CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman with- 

draws his first motion. 

Mr. SIMMS. No, sir; I ask for a division of 
the question, so as to take a separate vote on each 


| of my amendments. 











The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot do 
that. He can only offer one amendment ata time. 

Mr. SIMMS. Then I move, as a separate 
amendment, to strike out “ thirty,’’ in line five, 
and insert ‘‘forty’’ in lieu thereof; so as to make 
the duty on ‘‘unmanufactured hemp forty dol- 
lars’’ a ton, instead of thirty dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, I admit that the principles in- 


| volved in this bill are probably more important 


than any which have been considered during this 
session of Congress; and I will admit, as before 
stated, that if, by a system of tariff, you could so 
arrange your protective dutiesas to reach and hen- 
efit equally every great interest of the country, 
this method of collecting revenue would be less 
objectionable. 
Ir. SHERMAN. 
must insist on the point of order. 
Mr. SIMMS. I think I know better what I 
am going to say than the gentleman can. 
Mr. SHERMAN. If what the gentleman is 
going to say relates to the duty on hemp, I will 


{[ am very sorry that I 


| sit down. 


Mr. SIMMS. Of course, every gentleman has 
his own way of discussing a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I waive the question 
of order. 

Mr. SIMMS. I was going on to say that if 
the tariff could be so arranged as to pone labor, 
and not capital at the expense of labor, it would 
probably accomplish the very highest result that 
any Government can be organized to accomplish 
in the world; but 1 insist that there is — in 
this bill that protects a single article produced in 
the United States at this time, that is the produc- 
tion of direct labor, and is not for the benefit of 
capital, with the exception of the articles em- 
braced in this section of the bill and the article of 
wool, to which the gentleman from Ohio referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky is hardly within the line 
of argument allowable under the five minutes’ 
rule. 

Mr. SIMMS. If the Chair will allow me, | 
will approach the line of argument which I pro- 
pose to take in a few more words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 
that general debate as to the propriety of meas- 
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ures of this kind has been terminated, and the 





particular amendment. 

Mr. SIMMS. I understand that, and I wish 
to approach that subject. 
I offer is one that affects the direct laboring in- 
terest of the country—that is, the agricultural in- 
terest of the country. The article of hemp is 
produced by labor, and if there is anything in 
this country that requires protection, the Govern- 
ment should lend its strong arm to those who till 
the soil. 

Well, sir, this article is one that enters into the 
entire shipping interest of the country; into the 
cotton interest of the country, and into the do- 
mestic use of every family; and the humbler the 
family, the more it enters into the consumption 
of that family, because it is a cheap article of 
clothing. 

Now, I say, if gentlemen upon the other side 
of the House are determined to press a tariff bill 


gentleman can only discuss the propriety of his | 


The amendment that | 





that will bring, in less than two years, into the | 


‘Treasury of the United States $100,000,000, in 
the mame of reason and justice let them pass it, 


1 


so that it will reach the laboring classes of the | 


community. This is one of the great interests 
of the country. It is an interest in which the 


Kentucky, and especially the State of Missouri— 
are more interested than in any other interest. I 
remember, sir, one of the rhetorical flourishes of 
the distingushed gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Camppe.t,] at the commencement of this 
session. Previous to the election of a Speaker, 
he referred to his own State, with a high and 
patriotic flourish, and said that she sat like a 
queen, upon her mountains, with her iron crown 
upon her head. Yet, sir, this same queen now 
comes to the Congress of the United States, and 


| 


| 


demands tribute from the toiling millions of the | 


whole South and Northwest, for the purpose of | 


protecting her iron interest, to sustain her upon 
her throne. I recognize no such right; and if 
other interests are to be neglected, I shall resist 
the demand. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. The gentleman 
from Kentucky seems to be dreadfully exercised 
over the fact that this tariff will bring into the 
United States Treasury $100,000,000in two years. 
A‘! I have to say in reply to the gentleman is this: 
that if we should get a full Treasury, all we shall 
have to do, will be to elect another such admin- 
istration as the present one, and they will soon | 
ecttle that difficulty. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Simms’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move to amend the 
fifteenth section, by striking out in line six the 
word ‘twenty,’’ and inserting ‘‘one’’ in lieu 
thereo?; so that it will read: 

On Manilla and other hemps of India, one dollar per ton. 

l expect, or hope, to be able to vote for this 
mill. Although it seems to me to be extremely 
defeetive, yet, as a whole, inasmuch as, for the 
present at least, it seems to be the settled policy 
of this country to raise its revenue by protective 
duties, | expect to vote for the bill. But, Mr. 
Chairman, | hope that gentlemen who are in favor 
of the bill, and who have interested us for the last 
two or three weeks by the descriptions they have 
given of the wants of the seansiibchiaeereil Athos 
agricultural interests, will not utterly disregard | 
the wants of the commercial interests of the coun- | 
try. It is hard for those of us who represent a 
commercial constituency to vote for any bill of this 
kind. We know that all tariff bills in their gen- 
eral drift operate against the commercial interests, 
and we accept them as such; but when, in addi- 
tion to the general drift of the bill, you discrimi- 
nate from the beginning to the end of it against 
every article that enters into the building of ships 
and into the shipping interest, while every arti- 
cle that enters into the manufacturing an 
cultural interests is protected, I warn gentlemen | 


| 
| 


i 





that it is not to be expected that a tariff of this 
sort will meet the wishes or obtain the votes of 
those who are interested in or represent commer- 
cial sections of the country. 


|| of Athens. 


'| der. 


|| will see the pertinence 


| cost price, to $100,000,000; and at this time it is 
| impossible for the commercial interest of the 
country to make headway against the discrimina- 
tions that are made by the Government against it. 
and in favor of of almost every other interest. It 
_is a well-known fact that, by the skill, the — 
| nuity, and the genius of the shipwrights of this 
| country, they have improved so far upon the 
| models of other countriesas to have created a com- 
| mercial marine as far in advance of the commer- 
cial marine of forty years ago as that was in 
advance of the galleys of Venice or the triremes 
Yet, notwithstanding all that, not- 
withstanding our mechanics in this respect sur- 
pass all others in the world, from the course our 
Government has pursued towards that interest 
no vessel can be built upon our shores which can 
compete in cheapness with those built in other 
countries. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
‘The amendment was not agreed_to. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. I propose to amend in 


| the same line, by inserting ‘two dollars’’ instead 





| of **twenty dollars.’’ 
Now, sir, the course which this Government 
has pursued towards the commercial interests of 


|| the country has already driven our oeean-going, 
northern and northwestern States—the State of || 


steamers from the water. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to a question of or- 
I am very much interested in the speech 
| the gentleman 1s making, but I submit that he is 
not confining himself to the amendment. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon. If he will listen to me for a moment, he 
of my argument. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. It strikes me it is too 
| late for the gentleman to raise his question of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would hold that 
it is not too late for a gentleman to call the gen- 
tleman from New York to order for irrelevancy in 
his remarks. The Chair, however, has not yet 
heard enough to determine as to the question of 
— The gentleman from New York will pro- 
} ceed, 

Mr. HUMPHREY. The gentleman will see 
whether it is pertinent or not if he will listen to 
me fora moment. I was proceeding to say that 
the course of this Government had been such to- 
wards the commercial interest of the country as 
to drive our steam vessels off the ocean; and now 
the iron propellers that are built on the Clyde and 
on the rivers of France are about to do all the 
carrying trade between this country and Europe, 
with the sailing vessels built in England and 
France, particularly in England. 

Now, sir, with this state of facts in reference 
to the commercial and ship-building interest of 
| the country, you have a tariff proposed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means in which I be- 
lieve—and I will be corrected if such is not the 
fact—every single article which goes into the con- 
struction of a ship 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman is mistaken. 
No duty is fixed upon sheathing metal. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Is not copper taxed? 

Mr. MORRILL. I imagine this country will 
become the largest exporting country of copper 
in the world. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. A gentleman near me 
says that timber is not taxed. I find here a clause 
——t a duty upon all unmanufactured wood, 
and another on timber. 

Mr. MORRILL. Under the reciprocity treaty, 
the only country from which we receive timber 
for ship-building purposes has the right to import 
it duty free. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Ido not know how much 
—_— has been had to reciprocity treaties in this 
mill, 

But, sir, in reference to the article of cordage. 
It has been asserted, and not denied, that the arti- 











agri- || cle of cordage enters into competition with no pro- 


ducer in this country; and that article is intro- 
duced, I believe, under a lower duty in the law of 
1857; but with those two exceptigns of sheathing 
metal and timber, I venture to say, you may 
search the bill through and you will not find an- 


Now, sir, it has been correctly stated, that of || other article entering into the construction of a 


all the interests of the country, that which is the 
most depressed at this time, that upon which the 
most money has been sunk and lost, is the com- 
mercial interest, The value of the shipping of 
the country has been reduced from $200.000;000, 


vessel that is not taxed, and taxed to such an ex- 
tent that the effect will be utterly to break down 
and destroy the whole ship-building interest of 
the country. 

Now, sir, it has been said upon this floor by 
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| one gentleman, that if the commercial men of the 
| country cannot make a living, they can go into 
| more honest business. In other words, I su pose 

the gentleman would build a Chinese wall Dy his 
| omg round this country. If we are to carry out 
| his policy, let us adopt the Japanese system at 
| once. I trust the gentleman from Ohie, if a com- 
| mittee should be appointed to receive out friends 
| the Japan embassadors, who are to’ come here 
| next week, will be appointed chairman of that 
| committee. I have no doubt he would have sweet 
| communion with his Japanese friends in reference 


| this; and if his policy is to prevail, we shal! soon 
have our ships brought to the standard of Chinese 
| junks. 


| 
| 
j 
| to the commercial interests of that country and 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say a single word 
in relation to this matter. In the substitute pro- 
posed, the duty on Manilla hemp has been re- 
duced to fifteen dollars per ton. I would not, 
| however, be willing to admit the proposition 

which has been stated, that this hemp does not, 
| to some extent, come into competition with other 
| hemp. It does, to some extent. In the running 
rigging of a vessel, Manilla hemp is used alone; 
| but this article is used for a great many other pur- 
poses in which it would come into competition 
with American hemp. The duty we propose is 
a very moderate one, and does not raise the rate 
of duty above the existing law at all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in relation to the effect 
protection will have upon commerce, I will re- 
mark, that free trade goes upon the principle of 
getting freights from abroad; but what, I ask you, 
will our vessels have to carry abroad, unless our 
agricultural and manufacturing interests are pro- 
tected at home? If you protect our agriculture 
and home manufactures, I believe, ina short time, 
your commerce will become prosperous, by ob- 
taining her freight at home to carry abroad; though 
I do notdeny, norcan it be denied, that the imme- 
diate effects of a protective tariff will operate hardly 
| upon the commercial interests. 

Mr. JENKINS. Dol understand the gentle- 
man from Vermont to say that the effect of a pro- 
tective tariff will be to foster commerce by send- 
ing our products abroad ? 

Ir. MORRILL. I will say to the gentleman 
from Virginia that my statement was that the 
immediate effect of a protective tariff would be 
unfavorable to the interests of commerce; but 
that in the future, when the manufactures of the 
country, and the mining interests of the country, 
become firmly established, I have no doubt that 
our exports will sustain a large commerce. 

Mr. Humrurey’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wishto say a word in re- 
ply to a remark made by the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Morritu,} who reported this bill. .I 
understood him to say that a protective tariff 
would only for a time operate injuriously to the 
shipping interest of the country. A protective 
tariff, sir, is compelled to operate injuriously to 
the shipping interest so long as it is upon‘the stat- 
ute-book. It is compelled to operate in restraint of 
foreign commerce, and, of course, everything that 
lessens the amount of foreign commerce must 
operate against the shipping interest. 

The gentleman admits that the first action of a 
tariff of that sort would operate injuriously to the 
shipping interest of the country, but he seems to 
onlaaver to convey the idea that after a while it 
would be otherwise. A protective tariffis designed 
to give protection to manufacturing interests at 
home, by preventing or restraining importations 
from abroad that otherwise would come in. To 
the extent of prohibition or restraint upon im- 
portations by this bill, to that precise extent will 
the shipping interest of this country engaged in 
foreign commerce be injured. 

Not only is that true of the amount of imports, 
but it is also true with reference to the amount of 
exports of the country. The gentleman says that, 
when you build up your manufacturing interests, 

ou wil®soon have something to send abroad. 

ow will you send articles abroad when you will 
have no market forthem? Who will do that, too, 
when no return cargo can be obtained? Will you 

ropose to send your produce abroad when you 
Seow that your laws prohibit the introduction of 
the products of the very country to which you pro- 
pose to send your products? The gentleman can- 
not seriously think of such a thing. He cannot 
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seriously believe that commerce can be built up on 
one side, while it is restrained upon the other. It 
js a fallacy, an absurdity, which can have ne prac- 
tical existence. If the interest of the shipping 
men be consulted, they will tell you that they want 
the freest trade that can be got. The mene 
interest is concerned as far as possible with the 
consuming interests of the country. It wants the 
most unrestricted commerce. The less restraint 
you have upon it the better it will be for the ship- 
il] would necessarily keep out the importations 
of foreign countries to a large extent. 
upon that idea. The gentleman from Vermont, 
{Mr. Mornitx,] in the first speech which he made 
upon this subject, suggested the idea that the bill 
is in restraint of trade. He stated the position in 
that speech that the bill, which we are now asked 
to pass into a law, will prevent a free introduction 
of articles into the country; and, of course, that 
would be a restraint on commerce. 

Mr. SIMMS. I now offer as a substitute the 
amendment which I read some time ago. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. PHELPS. I propose to amend in line 
five, by striking out the words ‘ thirty dollars per 
ton,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“twenty-four per cent. ad valorem;’’ so that the 
clause will read: 


On unmanufactured hemp, twenty-four per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 


Mr. SIMMS. That is the 
Mr. PHELPS. Yes; and refer it to this, 
Mr. Chairman. We have heard considerable of 
nrotection; but I have characterized this tariff 
bin as a bill for the protection of the manufactur- 
ing interests; and also, to a certain extent, of the 
commercial interests, to the injury of the agricul- 
tural interests. Here we have a proposition at 
this time to reduce the rate of duty on that hemp 
which comes in competition with the hemp pro- 
duced in the United States. I have no doubt that 
under the provisions of this bill, if it should be- 
come a law, your revenue must be, to a certain 
extent, increased on this article. I am prepared 
to show that on hemp raised in Russia, which 
comes, to a considerable extent, in competition 
with our own, and which, in the opinion of some 
hemp growers in this country, has been the means 
of preventing the people of the United States from 
engaging in the rotting of hemp by water, the 
rate of duty proposed by this bill is less than the 
duty presented in the tariff act of 1857, the amount 
of unmanufactured hemp imported into the United 
States from Russia, during the last four years, is 
as follows: 


resent tariff. 


Cut. a Value. 
LEED LEP PR seseeess 1,033" $17,050 
i arwcikerc int sndaed vas aieane pare 363,805 
FOG akueheras 3 Lokawe ‘edtheoe a aeete oes 41,888 308,701 
OR ahises eeidick dave Dhskta nies .20,469 149,331 


The tariff of 1846 prescribed that unmanufac- 
tured hemp, such as is indicated in the clause under 
consideration, should pay a duty of thirty per 
cent.; butthat Manilla hemp, jute, and Sisal grass 
should pay twenty-five percent. ad valorem. Under 
the tariff act of 1857, the duty on unmanufactured 
hemp was reduced from thirty per cent. ad valorem 
to ee per cent.; and Manilla hemp from 
twenty-five to nineteen percent. advalorem. Under 
this reduced rate of duty, we find that the amount 
of hemp imported into the United States has in- 
creased largely during the last two years. The 
following are the imports for the last four years: 


‘ Cut. Value. 
1856..... Cee ccccccccccccccceccesccsces GtO $57,676 
1857 ae Sad Kemst ocd docs ceendeee cee sengee 220,738 
RNS onib ws <p uyb ota'e'n ons bocegns+.ccug eee 331,307 
BONES 6s kn t0kd phd ond *snnsevanss res ee 405,173 


[ have prepared a table showing the number of 
tons of hemp imported from Russia, and the cus- 
tom-house valuation on that hemp, which shows 
that the custom-house valuation on that hemp is 
$146 per ton, and the ad valorem assessed duty 
upon it is twenty-four per cent. A duty of $30 
per ton on hemp of the price of $146, js, when 
converted into ad valorem duty, equal to twenty 
percent. And that is the protection which the 
farmers of Kentucky and Missouri, who are en- 
paged in raising hemp, are to receive from this 

ill that is so highly lauded. Instead of leaving 
a it now is, you reduce it 


the rate of duty w 
Some four per cent. If this tariff bill was framed 


ping interest, as wellas the consumers. And this | 


t is based |) 











— 


for the purpose of increasing the revenue, and 
solely for that purpose, then it would commend 
itself to me, and I would be able to sustain it. 
But when I see a gradual increase in the value of 
importations, since the reduction of the duty from 
thirty to twenty-four per cent. ad valorem, and 
when I find that the agricultural interests are 
making no complaint, I prefer to let that rate re- 
main instead of reducing it. I am aware that the 
farmers of Kentucky and otherStatesdid complain 


of the reduction of the rate of duty under the tariff | 


of 1857 on this article, which is extensively cul- 
tivated in Kentucky and Missouri. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I am afraid, 


| Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Missouri 


is going rather wild on these high duties. 1 do 
not think the country will bear them. I think 
we shall be obliged to pass a bill with moderate 


| duties, in order that it may commend itself to the 


whoke country and the other branch of the Legis- 
lature. I am afraid my friend from Missouri 


would exaggerate those duties so much that the | 


other branch of the Legislature, being Democratic, 
would not pass the bill. 1 know he would. But 
I rose mainly to say, that I hope all the friends 
of this bill will not think it necessary to sa 


| another word upon it. [Cries of *Thatisright!’’] 
| Herexfter, let those who oppose the bill discuss 











| it if the 


like, and let those who are in favor of it 
say not ing, but vote. 

The question was taken on Mr. PHewps’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 


Mr. MILLSON. I move to amend the six- 
teenth section, by inserting ‘‘ nineteen per cent. 
ad valorem’’ in place of ‘twenty, twenty-five, and 
thirty per cent.;’’ so that the section may read: 


That from and after the day and year aforesaid there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid, on the importation of the 
articles hereinafter mentioned, the following duties, that is 
to say: on silk, raw, not more advanced in manufacture 
than singles, tram, and thrown or organzine, ten per cen- 
tum ad valorem; on all silks valued at not over one dollar 
per square yard, nineteen per centum ad valorem; on all 
silks valued ‘at Over one dollar per square yard, nineteen 
per centum ad valorem; on all silk velvets, or velvets of 
which silk is the component material of chief value, valued 
at three dollars per square yard, or under, nineteen per 
centuin ad valorem ; valued at over three dollars per square 
yard, nineteen per centum ad valorem; on floss silks, 
twenty per centum ad valorem; on silk ribbons, galloons, 
braids, fringes, laces, tassels, buttons, trimmings, and on 
silk twist, twist composed of mohair and silk, sewing silk 
in the gum or purified, and all other manufactures of silk, 
or of which silk shall be the component material of chief 
value, not otherwise provided for, nineteen per eentum ad 
valorem. 


I want merely to call attention to the fact of the 
difference between the bill proposed by the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Meansand the British rate of 
taxes. In the first place, there is not a solitary 


article of merchandise in this whole section that 
is not admitted free of duty in England. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Do you mean 
under the treaty made the other day with France? 

Mr. MILLSON. No, sir; but free under the 
existing tariff which was passed in 1857. All 
these articles are admitted free. And what do we 
propose todo? ‘To raise the duty from nineteen 
per cent. to thirty per cent. upon every one of 


| these articles except the rawsilk. On that article 


the duty is reduced from nineteen per cent. to 
ten percent. In other words, gentlemen desiring 
to take advantage of low rates of duty where they 
are to be benefited, exempt such articles from 
taxation, or reduce the rate of taxation from nine- 
teen toten per cent.; while on the manufactured 
article they increase the rate from nineteen to 
thirty per cent.; so that if the same amount of 
importation takes place as we had last year, under 
the tariff of 1857, there will be an increase of 
$3,000,000 of revenue on silk manufactures alone. 
Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call the attention 


of the gentleman from Virginia to-the. fact that | 


upon silks of the value of one doliar per yard, the 
duty we pooper is only twenty per cent. 
Mr. MILLSON. I am aware of that. But 


‘that is a small item of importation, and the great 


| 
| 


burden is thrown upon silks costing more than 
one dollar per yard, on which the proposed rate 
of taxation is thirty per cent. 

Mr. STANTON. What raw material is re- 
duced ? 


Mr. MILLSON. Raw silk. 
Mr. STANTON. We do not produce any of 
that in this country. 
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Mr. MILLSON. I know we do not. 
Mr. Mixison’s amendment was rejected, 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire to amend 
the last portion of the amendment just read, by 
striking out ‘‘ twenty-five’’ and inserting ‘*‘ thirty- 
three;’* so that it will read: 

On all other earthen, stone, or crockery-ware, printed, 
white, glazed, edged, painted, dipped, or cream-colored, 
composed of earthy or mineral substances, thirty-three per 
centum, ad valorem. 

This is, Mr. Chairman, probably the first time 
that a member from the western or northwestern 
States has ever proposed that a duty should be 
levied for the purpose of protecting manufactures 
inthe West. In doing this, I do not wish to dis- 
guise the fact that I esteem the proposition that 
I make a measure of protection, and I have been 
no little surprised that almost every gentleman 
who has argued the question of the tariff has 
claimed it as a revenue measure only; and yetthe 
discussion has developed the fact that where it 
affects the interest of any part of the country, 
Maine or Kentucky, or Site, every mem- 
ber who has spoken has spoken for the protection 
of the interest of his people. I propose this 
amendment with a view to the protection of the 
manufacturing articles mentioned in the latter 
clause of this section. 

Mr. Chairman, in the“vestern portion of our 
country there are but few manufactories, and yet 
we have been paying duties and tributes to the 
North, and tothe East, and to the South, ever since 
we settled on the plains of the West. Inthe State 
of Illinois we have over three thousand miles of 
railroad. Upon every pound of iron that has 
been laid upon our roads, we have paid tribute to 
the iron interest. Ther®is nota sienaiaen that 
turns up the fertile soil of the great West upon 
which we have not paid duty. There is not a 
nail that is driven into our houses, or a knife or 
fork upon our tables, upon which we have not 
paid duty. And yet we donot complain. When 
we look to the South, where there 1s opposition 
to a tariff, let me say to gentlemen that there is 
not a gallon of molasses or a pound of sugar that 
we use but what we pay duty upon. When we 
look to Virginia and Maryland, there is nota cigar 
that we smoke or a pound of tobacco that is used 
but what we pay duty upon. Why is it that 
western men are willing to bear this; 

One reason why I am a tariff man is that it ad- 
vances the interests of Pennsylvania, and Penn- 
sylvaniaisa part of ourcommon country. When 
we advance the interests of the sugar growers of 
Louisiana, I reflect that Louisiana is one of the 
sister States of the Union; and what is her pros- 
perity is our prosperity. Well, sir, I go to Vir- 
Binia, where the soil of her fields is growing thin 

y the culture of tobacco; yet if she 1s protected, 
and it stimulates her industry, it stimulates the 
great system, a part of which is Illinois. 

But, sir, there are other considerations that in- 
duce me to adhere to the policy of the country 
heretofore adopted, and to vote for this bill, and 
to ask for the measure that | now propose. And 
that is the equivalent we receive; and the return 
that is made in a reciprocity of the exchange of 
commodities? Let me say to the southern planters 
that the steamboats that bring up their Millions of 
sugar and rice and cotton to our markets, float 
back freighted and loaded with our commodities 
of equal value to a ready market in the planting 
States; and each in return receives the benefit of 
trade and productions stimulated by the protec- 
tion that is afforded by protective duties. 

Again, sir, in regard to the iron producing re- 
gion of the East, whence we receive our iron, let 
me say to gentlemen that the long lines of cars 
that are rolling and trundiing over the rails upon 
which we have paid duties, are filled with the prod- 
uce of the West. 

[Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. GARNETT obtained the floor. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I withdraw my 
amendment, and desire to offer another. 

Mr. GARNETT. [object to the withdrawal 
of the amendment. I desire to oppose it. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Well, go ahead. 

Mr. GARNETT. Mr. Chairman, I deny that 
Virginia is benefited by any duty upon tobacco. 
Whatever duty there may he upon tobaeco, raw 
or manufactured, we are ready to-day to give up. 
Virginia can produce tobacco of the best quality, 
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and on better terms than any other quarter of the | committee to withdraw his amendment; and hav- | 


world; and whether she could or not, Virginia has 
never demanded protection for herself at the ex- 


pense of her sister States of the Union. I admire 


the manliness with which the gentleman from Lli- 
nois has avowed his desire to have a protective 
duty; in other words, I admire the boldness with 
which he has declared his purpose to tax the great 
masses of the people of this country—to tax the 
thousands of his constituents for the benefit of the 
favored few who are to enjoy this protection. I 
admire the boldness which proclaims to the Dem- 
ocratic people of the United States the desire to 
oppress the many for the benefit of the few. Sir, 
what is the meaning of this whole tariff bill, if it 
be not that? There is scarcely a pretense that it 
is not that. Itis not to increase the revenue of 
the Government. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means has shown that the legit- 
imate expenses of the Government cannot be more 
than $50,000,000 a year—some gentleman says | 
$60,000,000; but, in cither case, a sum far less | 
than the present tariff will produce. There is, | 
then, no pretense that this is a revenue measure. | 
No, sir; it issimply and purely a protective meas- 
ure; and one which many of its advocates on this 
floor hope will be defeated in the Senate. They 
do not desire to see such a protective tariff as this 
ever enacted into a laW® ‘The manufacturers of 
New England, who are established, do not wish 
it, for they are all able to live without; and it will 
have the effect ultimately of injuring their inter- | 
ests. 

So far as coal and iron are concerned, the gen- | 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kitvincer,] at 
the very outset of the gession, before the House 
was organized, tender a bribe to facilitate the 
lesired action of the Government in reference to 
the protection of those articles. I say this tariff 
is not wanted for protection, and itis intended by 
a large portion of its advocates upon this floor, 
merely as electioneering capital, to be used at the 


Chicago convention—depending upon the Demo- | 
cratic majority in the other end of the co to | 


defeat it. They advocate it as a part of the sys- 
tem of government prevailing very generally atthe 
North, by which their Legislatures, their caucus- 
es, their committees, are controlled by moneyed 
influence, by which the power over the many is 
exercised by the few. 
is different. In the South the great Democratic 
elementrules. We are for equal protection, equal 
rights, and equal bounties to all classes. We ere 
more democratic in this respect than even demo- | 
cratic England, or imperial France. 
the whole civilized world, the whole of Christen- 
dom, is marching forward towards the great polit- 
ical consummation of free trade, by whiek 


favored few at the expense of the toiling millions, 
on the contrary, in the northern portion of this 


Republic, under the influence ofuniversal suffrage, | 


which so generally prevails, the whole power of 
Government is rapidly being concentrated into the 
hands of the corporations, lords of the loom, which 
control the opinions of men, and use their heed 


to grind down the operatives to the lowestdepths | 


of degradation, and which control your politics, 
by the afd of corruption and moneyed influence. 
And it is these men who have now a committce 
in this House, for the purpose of ferreting out the 
corruptions of the present Administration. 


pression. They strike for better wages; but your 
capitalists combine to crush them down, and the 
only element which is there to withstand this 
march of despotism is the gallant Democratic 
party, but which has been overborne by the Re- 
publican ranks. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

ir. KELLOGG, of Illinois. 
crease the duty to 33} per cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in what I said about old 

Virginia I had no idea of stirring up the bile of 
a from that State. 

Ir. BURNETT. [rise to a question of order. 
If we are to be kept at this late hour for a vote | 


I propose to in- 


upon this bill, I insist that the Chairman shall en- 
force the rules of order. 1 think the gendeman | 
from Llinois has no right to withdraw his amend- | 
ment and then offer another. 


| and we send millions of barrels of flour. 


} and wool; and so do the South, in the enhanced 


| ufacturers of that article in my own State. Sir, 


In the South, the system | 


But while | 


1 the | 
benefits of government shall not be all for the || 


| 

| 

| 

Your laboring millions groan beneath their op- 
} 

| 


ing withdrawn it, the Chair knows of no rule | 
which would prevent him from offering another. | 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. As I have but 
five minutes’ discussion, under the rules, I trust 
that this interruption will not be taken out of my 
time; because I wish to say a word in reply to 
the gentleman from Virginia, and then to address 
myself to the subject of the amendment which I | 
have proposed. I was saying that I regretted 
that I stirred up the pious wrath of my friend 
from Virginia, |Mr.Garwnetrt;] and if | have said 


anything in his laudation which he did not like, |, 


I will take it back. ([(Laughter.] But, sir, if the | 


gentleman from Virginia were as anxious to de- || 


velop the great wealth—the mineral wealth, the 
agricultural wealth, and the laboring wealth—of 


| his own mineral hills and mountains as I am to 
|| develop that of the Prairie State, there would be 
| no controversy between us. 


But, sir, he speaks | 
in bad taste to my constituents when he charges | 
me with not having the interests of the laboring 
men at heart. [| yield to no man on this floor in 


|| my devotion to the interests of the laboring men | 
| of my State. 


But, sir, | was saying, when my time expired 
before, that we were sending out our produce to | 
Pennsylvania, to the South, and to New Eng- 


| land. We send droves of cattle, we send thou- 


sands and tens of thousands of barrels of om | 
say, 
therefore, that we receive an equivalent for the 


| protection which we afford to Pennsylvania and | 


to New England upon their manufacture of iron 


price of cotton and sugar. 


But, sir, | must hasten to the point to which |! 
| I wished more particularly to bring the attention | 


of this committee, which is, that the protection 
which we ask shall be extended to the manufac- 
ture of pottery is asked for the benefit of the man- | 


we buy millions of dollars’ worth of Great Britain, 
not only the costly wares, but evéry oy, 
of crockery; and it is in view of that that | ask 
this protection to be extended to our home man- 
ufacture of this article. I ask it in view more 
especially of a large establishment, which is in 
process of erection within my own district for the 
manufacture of this article, if | am not mistaken, 
larger than any now in existence in this country. 
I want to produce a market at home for our own 
productions, and to give to the labor of our toil- 
ing millions a higher price,a higher standard and 
a greater inducement than has been given hereto- 
fore. In the city of Peoria, which I have the 
honor to represent upon this floor, there is to-day 
acompany with a capital of $300,000 who are 
building an establishment for the manufacture of | 
pottery, which will give employment to some 
fifteen hundred persons; and fal next, they will 
bring out as fine ware as ever was produced in 
the United States. They manufacture it from the 
clay found in our own State. They have found 
the material necessary for making as fine an ar- 
ticle as comes into our market. I wish I had a | 
specimen here, to exhibit to you, that I have at 
my room. Now, sir, what we want is to do our 
work at home; to manufacture our own articles 
ourselves; and it is to encourage these manufac- 
turers to come to the West, to come to the State 
of Illinois, that I am for a protective tariff; and 
it is upon the same principle that I am in favor of 
giving protection to all the industrial interests of 
the country. 

Mr. JENKINS. [could not help being im- 
ressed by the fact stated by the gentleman from 
llinois, [Mr. Kevioge,] that his people had paid 

millions toward the revenue of this Government, 
and especially in the duty upon iron. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I also'said that | 
for that burden we were compensated, and that | 
the favors and burdens were equalized. I admit | 
that taxation is a burden, but it is equalized by | 





inducing the production of a variety of commodi- | 
ties, and conduces to their interchange and ex- | 
change, upon which is founded the prosperity of | 


Mr. JENKINS. It seems to me that gentle- 





in constantly increasing the duty. 


| of returning reason and sound judgment. 








|| dred 
men are driven to their last resource when they || 
_inveigh against the people being heavily taxed 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the || and then say that the people have an equivalent 
gentleman to have the unanimous consent of the || for it. I think that is a giving up of the whole 
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uestion. And J could not help reflecting 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. KELLoGG} stated 
the millions in the way of taxes that his peo | 
have paid on railroad iron, that he isa guilt a 
in belonging toand voting with a party that oe 
only insists in keeping a duty upon that iron, by: 
If he would 
he could, with the assistance of some others of his 
friends, give his people and all the people of the 
United States cheap railroad iron. ; 

This morning, sir, when at my breakfast tab}o 
in reading the papers, my eye fell accidentally 
upon the following: 

** Illinois Politics. 

* Cuicaco, May 8.—Hon. William Kellogg has been re. 
nominated by the Democrats for Congress from the fourth 
district.” 

[Laughter.]} 

Mr. Chairman, it would be impossible for me to 
describe the gratification that that paragraph gaye 
me. I recalled with pleasure the gentleman’s more 
liberal antecedents. I experienced personal pleas. 
ure at the news, It may have been observed that 
all day [ have been Leulsiony with a pleasant smile 
in the direction of the gentleman’s place in the 
Hall. It was a matter of deep regret to me when 
I learned, frem the speech which he made a few 
moments ago, that I was altogether mistaken, and 
that the paragraph I had read was inaccurate. But 
Ephraim is joined to his idols, and we have to let 
him alone. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to remind my friend of 
another fact, when he chooses to reflect upon what 
he considers the poverty of Virginia. 1 want to 
remind him, when he talks of the heavy taxes 
paid by his people in duty on iron rails, that there 
is scarcely a mile of these rails that is not laid 
down upon land which was received as the gift 
of charity. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I wish to have 
permission of the committee to say a word. 

Mr. BRANCH. I object, for the reason that 
I do not want to be kept here to a late hour to- 


» When 


|| night, as seems to be the disposition of the other 


side. 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illineis. The gentleman 
from Virginia has read from a newspaper ‘the an- 


| nouncement that I was renominated for Congress 
by the Democratic party of my district. 


If it be 
true that I have been so renominated, it shows 
that the party, at least in my district, have exhib- 
ited right good sense; and it is a clear indication 
I pre- 
sume, however, that the fact is that I was nes, 
inated by the Republicans. 

Mr. BRANCH. I object to being kept here to 
give an opportunity to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to digcuss his renomination, and who made 
it, or for the purpose of hearing him advertise a 
pgsonees in his district. {Laughter} 

fr. MILLSON. I move to substitute fifteen 


| Per cent, 


Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, it became my duty te ex- 
amine the provisions of this bill with some care; 
and doubtless the members of the House whose 
only exponents or representatives in that com- 
mittee were the gentlemen from Missouri, [Mr. 
Puetprs,] the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. 
Crawrorp,] and myself, had a right to expect 
that we should, in the progress of the bill, give 
to the committee the results of our examination. 
I have attempted to do so with as little consump- 
tion of the time of the committee as possible; but 
[ do not think that I will trouble it further after I 
have said a word or two. 

It is difficult to ascertain precisely to what ex- 
tent these duties will raise the revenue. The duties 
are one cent per square foot on a certain kind of 
glass, two cents on another kind, and three cents 
on anocher kind, and so on. From the best cal- 


culation I can make on the subject, I cannot resist 


the conclusion that the protective duty on the 


article of glass will amount to two or three hun- 


dred per cent. I hardly think that my friend from 
Vermoy [Mr. Morritr]} will differ from me in 


| that epnelusion. I think that I am right in saying 
| the country. {| 


that the increase of duty here is some three hun- 
r cent. 
Having said thus much of the character of the 


| proposed amendments, I desire to contrast them 
| with Britich legislation. By the British tariff a 
duty is imposed on flint cut glass, flint-celored 
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forma. | desire to say a word on this amendment. 


1860. 
elass, and fancy ornamental glass of whatever 
descripuon, of only ten shillings for a hundred 
weight. All other descriptions of glass are ad- 
mitted free. Upon china or porcelain ware plain, 
painted, gilt, and ornamental, ten shillings per || 
nundred weight. All the other kinds are admitted |) 
duty free. I leave the committee to contrast the ! 
legislation of Great Britain with this proposed 
legislation. 20 ¢ ; 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire to op- | 
jose the amendment. I will not detain the com- 
mittee long. 1 am opposed to the doctrine advo- 
cated by the gentleman in relation to the reduc- 
tion of the duty. i wish to say to the commit- 
tee that the proposition I have made, for the pro- 
tection of the interests | have referred to, is made 
in good faith. A large amount of capital is being | 
invested in the manufacture of these articles, the 
works are progressing, and gentlemen of ability, | 
perseverance, and energy areat the head of the en- 
terprise. A petition, praying for the protection 
of that interest, has been sent to the House, | 
sizned by some five or six hundred of the citi- 
zens of Peoria. | hope the committee, while the 
remember interests in the North and in the South 
and in the East, will not forget the growing inter- 
ests of the West, that must ultimately have some 

ower in this Government. | trust that the same 
protection that, in years past, has been given 
to the manufacturing interests of the East, will be 
extended to the manufacturing interests of the 
West. 1 ask that the same protection shall be 
given to our interests; the same protection that 
in years past was given to the manufacture of cot- 
ton fabrics, woolen fabrics, of iron, and of every | 
variety of manufacture of the older States. I 
want a vote by tellers on my amendment, that I 
may, bya direct vote, see whether gentlemen from 
New England and from Pennsylvania are in carn- 
est when — say they are in favor of protecting 
the industrial interests of this country. I want 
them to stand up, and by their votes show that 
such protection is their object. 

Mr.GARTRELL moved that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. We might 
as well rise and adjourn, if we are to go on dis- 
cussing all these amendments. If the debate can 
be confined strictly to the amendments, I am will- | 
ing to sit here; but unless it be so confined, I am 
for adjourning. 

The question was taken on Mr. Mitison’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. Ketioae’s 
amendment. 


Mr. MORRILL. 


} 
| 








I move an amendment pro 


The State of Vermont is not only a sugar-grow- 
ing, a wool-growing, and a flax-growing State, | 
but in the crockery ware also, I think, it is a little 
ahead of the State of Illinois. I am strongly dis- 
posed to go for the gentleman’s amendment, be- 
cause of his excel®nt speech. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I submitted a motion that 
the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Georgia to withdraw the motion, 
so that this amendment might be disposed of. 

Mr. MORRILL. The article on which the 
gentleman from Illinois asks ta have the duty in- 
creased is the common crockery ware, such as is 
used in the log cabins of the West. Now,I wish 
to know whether the gentleman is in favor of rais- 
ing the duty on that ware above what we propose 
in this bill, even upon the finest porcelain and 
china ware? My constituents are satisfied with a 
duty of twenty-five per cent. on this, and are will- 
ing to pay thirty per cent. on the luxurious article. 

Now as to the subject of glass. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. 55 une repr ysented the duty 
on that as two or three hundred per cent. 

Mr. MILLSON. I said that this bill increased 
the present rate of duty two hundred per cent. 

r. MORRILL. [ think the gentleman is mis- 
taken even in that. If the gentleman could find 
out what is the price of a hundred square feet of 
= at this time, he wauld have had something to 

Se his opinion upon. The duty is one cent per 
square foot. There are just one hundred square 
feet in a box, and that is worth probably no less 
than five dollars; therefore the duty proposed here 
ig extremely moderate. I will not occupy further 
time with this matter. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire to say one 

















word in reply to the gentleman from Vermont, || 
(Mr. Morritt.} The gentleman, who has in his 
peculiar charge the interest of the manufactory of | 
oil from flaxseed, and the interest of maple sugar, | 
has now taken on himself to read a lecture to me in 
regard to what sort of crockery wares should be 
protected. Let me say to the gentleman that I 
understand that the men who follow that business 
in his State are now transferring their seven-by- | 
nine establishments from the hills of Vermont to | 
the fertile prairies of the West, where they can || 
expand, enlarge,and prosper. [Laughter.] Letme | 
tell the gentleman another thing. These gentle- 
men in my State propose to manufacture articles of || 
superior quality and fineness; articles fit to be used 
anywhere—on the tables of the laboring man, or | 
in the palaces of kings. I tell him more: that | 
this is a fine ware, known to the trade as granite 
or fine earthenware; and I tell him, further, that 
in the cabins of Illinois we use as good ware as 
will be found on the gentleman’s own sideboard, 
in the State of Vermont. [Laughter.] Sir, there 
is no place on God’s green earth where they use 
better materials, where there are better operatives, 
or where there are more energetic, intelligent, and 
thriving people, than in the great and growing 
West, where each for himsglf marks out his own 
fortune and destiny. 

Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment to the amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. Ketioce’s 
amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. KeLioce, of 
Illinois, and GarrrReLt were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported | 
—ayes sixty-eight; noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GARTRELL. I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. | 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the committee will 
consent to go on till six o’clock. 

Mr. BRANCH. [I think it likely that we can 
have an understanding. If we go on till six 
o’clock, will that side of the House consent to 
rise and adjourn? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In view of the other busi- | 
ness that is pressing on us for action; in view of 
the Postmaster General being here demanding | 
money to carry. on the Post Office Department, 
and in view of the various interests of the Gov- 
ernment, I, for one, shall oppose the adjournment 
of the House till this bill be disposed of. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is the very difficulty 
I wanted to avoid. LTasked that the Post Office 
bill should be taken up before this bill, so that this 
bill—which is of so great importance—should not 
be gagged through the House; and the gentleman 
from Ohio is the cause why it was not done. 

The question being on Mr. Gartre.u’s motion 
that the compittee rise, 

Mr. COX demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hovston 
and Exior were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 40, noes 73. 

No quorum voting, the roll was called, when 
tke following members failed to answer to their | 
names: 

Messrs. Adrain, Ashmore, Babbitt, Barksdale, Barr, Bar- 
rett, Beale, BococR, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce, Brabson, 
Briggs, Brown, Burroughs, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, 
Ciemens, Cobb, Clark B. Cochrane, Cooper, Corwin, 
James Craig, Crawford, Davidson, John G. Davis, Reu- 
ben Davis, Dimmick, Edmundson, English, Farnsworth, 
Fouke, French, Gilmer, Graham, Hall, Hamilton, Harde- 
man, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hawkins, Hick- 
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The committee having resumed its session, the 
question recurred upon the motion of Mr. Gar- 
TRELL, that the committee do rise. 

The tellers resumed their places. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the committee will 
agree to rise at six o’clock, and thatthe gentleman 


| from Georgia will withdraw his motion. 


Mr. GARTRELL. If it be agreed that the 
committee will rise at six or sixand ahalf o'clock, 
I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Letus go on alittle while. 
Weare ina good condition to pass this bill. These 
schedules are very much like the schedules in the 
act of 1857. Let us pass it. ‘ 

Mr. COLFAX. If it be the desire of gentle- 
men to adjourn by the Ist of July, they must go 
on and finish up the bysiness. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Adjourn by 
what time? 

Mr. COLFAX. By the Ist of July. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
pects to stay here till that time? 

Mr. GARTRELL. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. JAHN COCHRANE. I move to amend 


Who ex- 


| by striking out ofathe ten per cent. schedule the 


words *‘chiccory root,’’ in order that it may be 
placed in the twenty percent. schedule. Chiccory 


| root is a production of Holland that has grown 
| recently intocommercial importance. Itis ground 
| when dr 

| coffee. 


ry,and in that state it is commingled with 

When coffee is scarce, chiccory root be- 
comes plenty, and the coffee that we get at those 
times is very apt to be chiccory. 

I therefore make the proposition, and I think it 
is a reasonable one. It is one of valuable com- 
mercial consideration thas a heavier duty than ten 
per cent. should be imposed on chiccory root, so 
as to avoid the difficulty occasioned by the facili- 
ties of its introduction into the market, and the con- 
sequent adulteration of coffee. 

he amendment of Mr. Joun Cocurane was 
agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out of the 
thirty-seventh line, * flocks, waste, or shoddy,”’ 


| and to insert at the end of the section, ** on flocks, 


waste, and shoddy, five percent.”’ I think the 
committee, who reported this bill, have not been 
fully informed as to all the uses to which this 
article has been applied. Under the present tariff 
the rate of duty upon it isfour per cent. Flocks, 
waste, or shoddy is the woolen fiber produced by 
rags torn in pieces, and is used very extensively, 
not only in the manufacture of cheap cloth, but 
also in the making of felt hats, and it has lately 


| been applied to the manufacture of paper hang- 





man, Hill, Hindman, Hoard, Jackson, Jenkins, Keitt, Ken- 
yon, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Logan, Maclay, Mallory, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, Maynard, McCier- 
nand, McQueen, McRae, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, 
Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Pottie, Quarles, 
Rust, Sickles, Singleton, Wiliiam Smith, William N. H. 
Smith, Spaulding, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Tappan, 
Taylor, Thayer, Theaker, Trimble, Underwood, Vandever 
Van Wyck, Waldron, Webster, Wilson, Winslow, and 
Woodson. 

It was stated that Mr. Rust had paired with 
Mr. Harris, of Maryland, until Friday. 

The Speaker resumed the chair; and the chair- 
man reported that the committee, having found 
itself without a quorum, had caused the roll to be 
called, and had directed him to report the fact to 
the House, with the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and thirty-six 
members—a quorum—having answered to their 
names, the Chairman will resume the chair. 





ings. All the velvet paper is produced now by 
the application of Sake, colored in every variety 
of color. The committee propose to raise the duty 
one hundred and fifty per cent., and I hope the 


| House will pay a little attention to this article. 


Though small in amount, it is entering largely 
every year into the manufacture of paper hang- 
ings and fylt hats. It also enters largely into the 
manufacture of cheap cloth. It is sometimes 
used to excess, and as a matter of cheating in the 
more valuable cloth, and therefore a rejudice has 
been raised against the article of flocks or shoddy; 
but it reduces very much the expenses of the 
cloth, and at the same time makes it warmer and 
more substantial; and it is a matter of very great 
interest to the small manufacturers all over the 
country who manufacture that cheap kind of 
cloth, and also to the manufacturers of felt hats. 
I hope, therefore, that the House will consent to 
put the duty at five per cent., which is one per 
cent. greater than the duty under the present 
tariff. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I inove to strike 
out the thirty-second and thirty-third lines of the 
nineteenth section,zs follows: 

‘¢ Diamonds, cameos, mosaics, gems, pearls, rubies, and 
other precious stones, imitations thereof, not set.’? 

There have been various duties imposed for 
some years past on these articles. I believe the 
duty now imposed is twenty-four per cent.; but 
their introduction is as common now as at any 
period of time, and always will be. The easo 
with which they are smuggled is such as prevents 
their entry at our custom-houses. They can be 


and I believe the records of none of our custom- 
houses will show the entry of diamonds, cameos, 
mosaics, gems, or other precious stones. I think, 


| borne in any manner, and introduced at any time; 
i 
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therefore, that they should be exempt from duty, | one hundred and second line the words “‘ of chief 


as the imposition of duty upon them is but the 
demoralization of those engaged in the importa- 
tion. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to amend the sec- 
tion by inserting after the word ‘ pumpkins”’ 


in the seventy-ninth line, the word “ heads.”’ | 


{ Laughter.] 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CASE. I move to insert after ‘* pump- 
kins’’ the word ** pie.’” That will carry out the 
principle of this bill, that the manufactured ar- 


ticle, instead of the raw material, should be pro- | 


tected. [Laughter. ] 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHITELEY. ITIhave an amendment to 
propose to the forty-fourth line, to add after the 
words ** ereen turtle’’ 
pins.’’ I had the honor to travel through North 
Carolina lately, and I think if the green turtle is 
pone. the terrapin ought to be. [Laughter.] 
“or, from my experience in passing through that 
State, I think if they were jpotected, there are 
terrapins enough in North Carolina to pay the 
public debt. [Renewed laughter.] I am, there- 
fore, opposed to the introduction of any more. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I desire to propose an 
amendment, but I want to make a remark first. 


The great principle upon which this bill is ad- | 
I understand to be the protection of the || 


juste 
interests of the country. 


the words, ‘‘ and terra- | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please | 


indicate his amendment 
Mr. EDWARDS. 
ninety-sixth line, which is as follows: ** spunk.” 
{Great laughter.] I make the motion for the pur- 
ose of carrying that article to the next schedule. 


t is a commodity that is grown and possessed all | 
over this country, North and South, East and || 


West, and I think, therefore, it should be ex- 
cluded from this schedule. {Laughter.] 
The amendment was rejected, 


Mr. VANCE. I movetostrike outinlineseven- | 


, 


ty-nine, ** pumpkins.’’ I make the motion in def- 


erence to the gentleman who has taken the terra- || 
pins of my native State under his charge, and for | 


his benefit, and that of his constituents. I have 
no doubt that a high duty on pumpkins would 
operate favorably on them. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 


I move to insert 


*‘chiccory’’ between lines eighteen and nineteen, | 


of section twenty, s0 as to make the duty twenty 
yer cent. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move to strike out of the 
nineteenth section the eighty-eighth, eighty-ninth, 
one hundred and first, and one hundred and sec- 
ond lines; which are as follows: 

** Salts, Epsom, Glauber, Rochelle, and all other salts and 
preparations of salts, not otherwise provided for; sulphate 
of magnesia; sulphate of quinine.”’ 

I think all these medicines should be put in the 
ten per cent. schedule. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I desire tocall the attention 
of the committee to the one hundred and second 


line of the twenty-third section, which contains | 


phraseology that has given more trouble to the | 


officers of the Treasury Department, and to the || 


custom-house officers, than any other matter con- | 


nected with your tariff. The language of the par- 
agraph is this: 

*‘Manufactures, articles, vessels and wares, not othewise 
provided for, of brass, copper, gold, iron, lead, pewter, 
platina, silver, tin, or other metal, or of which either of 
these metals or any other metal shall be the component 
material of chief value.” 

Now, it has been found, in many cases, a mat- 
ter of much dispute and difficulty to ascertain what 
was the component material of chief value. I say 
that is phraseology which should never have been 
used in the legislation of the country. In the sub- 
stitute which I have proposed, and whish I have 
drawn up with a good deal of care, I have care- 
fully avoided the use of any such er: 
Take, for instance, some species of fabric made 
up of silk, cotton, and wool; it is almost impossi- 
ble te determine which are the elements of chief 


i} 
it 
| 


I move to strike out the 


value.’’ 
The amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend as follows: 


Strike out of the twenty-second section all after the word 
* enacted,” in the first line, to the word “ say,”’ in the fourth 
line, and insert in lieu thereof the following words: ** That 
from and after the day and year aforesaid there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid a duty of five per cent. ad va- 
lorem on the importation of the articles hereinafter em- 
braced in this section, that is to say ;’? and add at the end 
of the section the words, “except the articles of bullion, 
gold, silver, and coins of gold, silver, and copper; and the 
personal and household effects (not merchandise) of citi- 
zens of the United States dying abroad ; and household ef- 
fects, old, and in use, of persons and families from foreign 


, countries, if used abroad by them, and not intended for any 


other person or persons, or for sale ; and wearing apparel, in 
actual use, and other personal effects, (not merchandise,) 
professional books, implements, instruments, and tools of 
trade, occupation, or employment, of persons arriving in the 
United States: Provided, That this exemption shall not be 
construed to include machinery or other articles imported 
for use in any manufacturing establishment, or for sale, 
which shall be exempt from the payment of duties.”’ 


It will be seen that by that amendment I pro- 
pose to abolish the free list contained in section 
twenty-two, with the exception of the articles 
that are named in my amendment, and which I 
have taken from the list contained in that section 


' as being articles which should be admitted dut 


free, if any article shuld be. I move this amend- 
ment upon a theory which I deem to be the cor- 


_ rectone, under the Constitution, of levying duties 


for the sole pare of obtaining the revenue ne- 
cessary for the carrying on the operations of the 
Government. According to the principles which 


| governed in the framing of this bill, it is true a 


different theory prevailed—that of protection; but 
in fixing the duties on these articles at five per 


| cent., | have sought to approximate that far to- 


wards the great principle which I have named as 
the only one under the Constitution upon which, 
in my view, we ever ought to construct a tariff. 
Itis true that plausible arguments may be ad- 
vanced in support of the principle of giving, while 
raising the revenue of the Government, pretec- 
tion to home industry; and it has always seemed 
to me that in framing our tariff with that view, we 
have no right to disregard our obligations to the 


| Constitution. 


I deem it improper again to adopt a system of 
legislation by which, in raising the revenue of the 
Government, we impose a tax upon ene branch 


| of thre industry of the country for the benefit of 


another, asa primary object. I am willing that 
every portion of the industry and wealth of the 


_ country shall bear its due proportion in the ad- 


ministration of the Government; but 1 am un- 
willing to see any particular class of industry 
taxed ‘beyond its due proportion, not only to pay 
the revenues of the Government, but for the sup- 


| port and maintenance of class interests. In other 


| 


| 


words, that they should be compelled to contrib- 
ute a bonus in order to enable another class to 
maintain itself, ” 

Now, sir, | repeat that, in my judgment, all the 
industrial interests of the country should contrib- 
ute for its support and maintenance. By my 
amendment, I have taken from the free list the 
articles of tea and coffee, which enter into the 
universal consumption of the country, and which, 
therefore, by paying a duty of five per cent., as I 
propose, would contribute — towards the 
revenues of the Government. can see no rea- 
son why these articles should not be made to con- 
tribute towards the general fund, while so large 
duties are imposed upon iron, cotton, and woolen 
manufactured goods, for the purpose of confer- 
ring benefits upon particular classes of persons 
and interests. 

I will make this further remark, that it was _ 
purpose to have addressed the committee at lengt 
upon this bill, if I could have obtained the floor 
before the general debate had closed, for the pur- 

ose of showing the injustice of the species of 
fe islation which it is sought to establish by this 
bill. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out ‘*sixteen’’ and inserting ‘‘twenty,”’ in 
the following clause of the bill: 


Wool, unmanufactured, and all hair of the goat, alpaca 
and other like animals, unmanufactured, the value whereof, 
at the last port or place from whence exported te the Uni- 
ted States, shall be sixteen cents, or under, per pound. 


When the subject of wool was under consider- 


value. I move to amend by striking out in the || ation in another portion of the bill, I stated that 








when the committee should reach this point in 
the bill, I would move to strke out ** sixteen,’? as 
the maximum, and insert ‘‘ twenty-six.’’ In good 
faith I now make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOARD. I move to strike out the words 
‘* putta percha manufactured, India rubber in bot 
tles, slabs, or sheets, unmanufactured; India ryb- 
ber, milk of.”’ 

I will state that there is, perhaps, no species of 
manufacture which pays so large a profit as the 
manufacture of India rubber and gutta percha 
goods.. Certain persons have patents for pro- 


| cesses of manufacture which give them a mo- 


nopoly of the business; and shoes, for instance, 


| which they sell for a dollar, do not cost more than 


twelve cents. I do not see why we should give 
them protection by admitting their raw materia] 


| duty free. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. HUGHES. I move to amend the same 
section, by inserting in the sixteenth line, after 
the word “ gems,’’ the words ‘ mineralogical or 
geological collections.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. After the word “ philo- 
sophical,’’ I move to insert the words * religious 
and charitable;’’ so that those societies shall be 
a upon an equal footing with philosophical and 
iterary societies. I make that amendment for this 
reason: an instance has come under my notice in 
point. A society purely charitable made an im- 
eo yaoaey of articles of the kind referred to in the 

ill, and they were obliged to pay heavy duties 
upon them; when, ifthey had been a philosophical 
or literary society, they would have been admit- 
ted duty free. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KUNKEL. I would remind the commit- 
tee that these charitable societies introduce these 
articles for sale at fairs and such places. It is 
improper, therefore, that they should come in 
free of duty. . 

Mr. PENDLETON. It is provided that they 
shall be introduced for use, and not for sale. 

Mr. REAGAN. Thesame objection to the prop- 
osition which has been agreed to, on motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio, has occurred to me. | 
do not see the words referred to by the gentleman 
from Ohio, and I therefore move to add the words 
‘* not introduced for sale’’ after the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected= 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Sec. 26. nd be it further enacted, That railroad iron, 
partially or wholly worn, may be imported into the United 
States without payment of duty, under bond to be with- 
drawn and exported after the said railroad iron shall have 
been repaired or remanufactured, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to prescribe 
such rules and regulations as may be necessary to protect the 
revenue against fraud, and to secure the identity, character, 
and weight of all such importations when again withdrawn 
and exported, restricting and ae the export and with- 
drawal to the same port of entry wffere imporied, and also 
limiting all bonds to a period of time of not more than six 
months from the date of importation. 


Mr. CURRY. I move to add to that section 
the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That any change of duty upon rail- 
road iron, made in this act, shall not take effect upon any 
such iron imported subsequent to the passage of this act, 
upon a contract entered into prior to that date. 

The object of the amendment is easily ex- 
plained. It provides that where companies have 
entered into contracts prior to the passage of this 
act for railroad iron, which shall be delivered 
subsequent to the passage of the act, they shall 
not be subjected to the payment of the increased 
rate of duty imposed. It will notaffect the iron 
interest of Pennsylvania, or of any other State, 
because the iron will have been already pur- 
chased. It only affects the revenue. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Sec. 27. And be it further enacted, ‘That no claim for 
abatement or diminution of duty shall be allowed by rea- 
son or on account of any damage or depreciation in value 
of any goods, wares, or merchandise, arising after expor- 
tation, but the same shall be valued as at the time of ex- 
portation; nor shall any such deduction be made for or by 
reason of any discount or abatement from the value con- 
tained in the invoice. : 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move to strike 


that section out. | do not know upon what prin- 
ciple it could have found its way into this bill. It 
is an innovation upon the practice and the law of 
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the land. It isan innovation upon the principle of 
‘all taxation for duties; a principle which requires 
that only that which enters into the consumption 
shall be taxed. This section provides that no 
claim for abatement or diminution of duty shall 
be allowed by reason or on account of any dam- 
age or depreciation in value of any goods, wares, 
or merchandise, arising after exportation, but the 
same shall be valued as at the time of exporta- 
me goods, by accident or in any way, have be- 
come deteriorat@d and depreciated in value to al- 
most nothing, this section would compel the pay- 
ment of a duty upon the full export value of the 
sods. It is wholly antenatle. It is doubtless 
introduced here because of the difficulty occur- 
ring in the administering department of the cus- 
toms to provide against frauds which are at- 
tempted to be perpetrated under demands for 
deduction arising from damage. It is the duty 
of the administering department to see that fraud 
js not perpetrated. It is better, however, that 
fraud should be perpetrated upon fraud than that 
rinciple so wrong and unjustifiable should be 
Lowel inalaw of this description. It aimsa 
rata blow at the principle which lies at the basis 
of all duties upon imports. 

it goes on to say, further: 

“Nor shall any such deduction be made for or by reason 
of any discount or abatement from the value contained in 
the invoice.”’ 

That is, that the merchant shall be bound by 
the valuation of his invoice, that he shall have no 
deduction from it; so that the rule shall never 
work in behalf of the merchant, but only in be- 
half of the Government. 

These reasons, sir, I think, are sufficient to 
carry conviction to the mind of every man, that 
this section ought not to pass intolaw. It isupon 
no statute-book, and is an innovation which ought 
to be refused. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment. All impost laws of this kind must be based 
onsome general principle. This bill is based upon 
the idea that the value of the property imported 
shal! be assessed at the port of exportation. The 
value is there fixed in the proper way. If it be 
destroyed by fire, or lost by shipwreck, as a mat- 
ter of course, it is gone,and no duty will be levied 
upon it. If it be injured by accident, or other- 
wise, during the voyage, that damage is covered 
by insurance. If it be allowed to come in witha 
valuation to be placed upon it with reference to 

the damage sustained, all sorts of frauds will be 
perpetrated, Itis the duty of persons engaged in 
trade of this kind, and it is the usual practice, I 
believe, to insure goods. If damage be sustained, 
it will be sustained by the insurance. 

Mr. TRAIN. I move to amend by striking 
out all after the word ‘ exportation ’’ in the sec- 
won. 

Mr. Chairman, | rise for the purpose of making 
asuggestion. ‘The proposition of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Joun Cocurane] is to 
strike out the whole section. I oppose that 
amendment, for it operates to the extreme hard- 
ship of the importer. Suppose a merchant im- 
ports a cargo of goods, and that during the voy- 
age these goods are damaged so that they are worth 
less at the port to which the ship is bound than 
the amount of the duty upon them: in that case, 
look how onerous will be the provisions of the 
bill. Suppose a merchant imports a cargo of 
wool oul forty cents a pound at the port of ex- 
portation, and that the ship is wrecked, and that 
the wool is so damaged that when it is brought 
into port it is not worth more than seven or eight 
cents a pound. Under this bill, that wool would 
have to pay a duty of nine cents. The import- 
ing merchant would then not get enough for it to 
pay the duty. That would be the effect. 

ut the gentleman from Ohio says that that 
would be covered by the insurance. The master 
of the ship will sink his cargo before he will bring 
it into port where the duty will be more than the 
goods will sell for. The insurance company then 
will have to meet the entire loss. It is that thing 
I wish to obviate. The result would be to assess 
the duty upon the insurance company, for which 
they are not responsible. It is an innovation upon 
all former legislation. 
., Mr. FLORENCE. Lam opposed to any change 
in this section of the bill, and I hope that it will 
not be stricken out. 


a 
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Mr. Train, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I wish merely to 
say this, in answer to the objection taken by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. SHerman,] that the 
value is covered by the insurance. If, sir, the 
value be covered by the insurance, it would be a | 
full and sufficient answer to the objection I have | 
taken; but the insurance only covers the invoice | 
value. Howcan that be insured here which has | 
never been appraised here? The value which is | 
insured, is the invoice value. Ifthat value be sunk 
into the ocean, and the owner cleared by his insur- 
ance on that duty, does that make it just in the 
Government to fix to that value which is never 
received here a duty, and tocompel the merchant 
to payaduty onit? The reason ofall imposition 
of taxes is to put them upon articles that are con- 
sumed. The value which is destroyed never can 
be consumed. I hope my original amendment 
will prevail. 

Mr. HICKMAN. As|I regard it, this is one 
of the most valuable provisions in the bill. It is 
to provide against the systematic fraud which has 
been experienced in the collection of the revenue 
of the country for a long time past. Now, if you 
strike out this section, the — of it will be to 
allow an importer to allege that his goods have 
been injured by the sea voyage, and to claim a 
reduction on that account; and this would place 
the whole matter within the hands of a single 
man, who, if he should be affected by the solicit- 
ations of the importer, might really deprive the 
Government of the revenue to which it would be 
entitled. It is necessary, sir, to close the door as 
far as possible against the practice of frauds; and, 
as I regard this section, itis for this very purpose 
—to close the door against any attempt at the 
fraud that has been felt in the collection of the 
revenue. Sir, this is no new or strange provision 
in revenue bills, although it may be so here. It 
is one which exists in the English law; and I 
think it is one of the most important provisions 
that can be embodied in the tariff law of this coun- 
try. 

bie, BRANCH. I propose to amend by insert- 
ing at the end of the section, the following words: 

Except such depreciation of value shall be assessed by 
the appraisers at the port of delivery at not less than twenty- 
five per cent. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that there is a great 
deal of force in what has been urged by the gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Joun Cocuranr,} 
as well as by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Hickxman,] that we ought not to make this 
provision so that frauds could be practiced under 
it, because these frauds result not pnly to the in- 
jury of the Government in its revenue, but also 
to the injury of the honest importer. At the same | 
time, it appears hard to compel the importing mer- || 
chant, when hy the act of God and by no default || 
of his own his goodsare of a less value than they 
were at the time of the exfort, to pay full duty 
upon them. In addition to the loss the elements 
brought upon him, we ought not to impose upon 
him a loss by the act of the Government. 

But the proposition which I make, would, I 
think, avoid all danger of frauds being practiced 
upon the Government, while at the same time it | 
would avoid imposing upon the importer an im- || 
proper payment to the Government. Whenever 
the loss amounts to as much as twenty-five per || 
cent., it will be very easy for the appraiser to i 
cover it on examination of the goods. And it | 
seems to me that by making that the lowest 
amount of loss for which the importer will receive 
an exemption from the custom-house, we guard || 
against the possibility of his practicing fraud upon 
the Government. I am not familiar with com- 
mercial matters, and perhaps I may be in error; 
but certainly it does seem to me that if the loss 
amounts toas much as twenty-five per cent. upon 
the original invoice, it would be very difficult for 
the importer to practice any imposition on the ap- 
praisere If the loss amounts to twenty-five per 
cent. it appears to me that the appraiser can al- 
ways discover it on examination of the goods. I 
think that the adoption of this amendment will 
save the importer from the operation of this injus- 
tice, and at the same time put it out of his power 
to practice frauds on the Treasury. 

Member. What is the gentleman’s propo- 
sition? 
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at the close of the section, ‘‘except such depre- 
ciation in value shall be assessed by the appraiser 
at the port of delivery at not less than twenty-five 
per cent. on the invoiced price of the goods.” 

The question was taken on Mr. Branen’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. Jonw Cocn- 
RANE’s amendment; and it was rejected. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move to amend the 
twepty-ninth section, by striking out, in the eighth 
line, the words ‘thirty days,’’ and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words *‘ six months;’’ so that it 
will read: 

That from and after the day and year aforesaid, any and 
all goods, wares, or merchandise, imported from any for- 
eign countries and entered forwarchousing, or deposited 
in the public stores in consequence of the duties not being 
paid, shall be so entered or deposited, subject to the follow- 
ing conditions, to wit: that the same shall be withdrawn 
from the warehouse, or public stores, within six months 
from the time and date of the entry, for domestic consump 
tion, and the duties thereon shall be duly paid in cash at 


| the time of such withdrawal, or be tiereatter prohibited 


from being withdrawn, — for the purpose of exporta- 
Jnited States. 

I desire to call the attention of the chairman of 

the Committee of Waysand Means to this point. 

The section provides that the goods shall be with- 


| drawn from the warehouses or public stores with- 
| in thirty days after the time of entry. Now, I 


am correctly informed, by merchants who are in- 
terested in this warehouse system, that the pro- 
vision of thirty days is so short as entirely to 
destroy the benefit arising from the warehouse 
system. The whole object of depositing goods 


| in the warehouses will be entirely frustrated, ex- 
|| cept a sufficient length of time be given. I pre- 

| sume there can be no objection on the part of the 
| committee to allow the change which I propose 
| to be made. 
| is the same as is provided in the last bill, and it 


I believe that the term of six months 


will meet the wants of the commerce of the country. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I hope the 
amendment will not be adopted. My opinion is, 


| that the warehouse system ought to be entirely 


abolished, without allowing even thirty days. The 
most prominent merchants towhom | havespoken 
on the subject, from two or three States, think 
that the whole system is pernicious; that it is in- 
jurious to our own merchants, and that itis bene- 
ficial only to foreigners. I hope, therefore, that the 
amendment will not be adopted. 

The question was put on Mr. Humpnrey’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move to amend, 
by striking out the whole of the twenty-ninth 


| section, which is as follows: 


‘¢ That from and after the day and year aforesaid, any and 


, all goods, wares, or merchandise, imported from any for 
| eign countries and entered for warchousing, or deposited 


in the publie stores in consequence of the duties not being 
‘posited subject tu the follow 


from the warehouse or public stores within thirty days from 
the time and date of the entry, for domestic consumption, 
and the duties thereon shall be duly paid in cash at the 
time of such withdrawal, or be thereatter prohibited from 
being withdrawn, except for the purpose of exportation 


| beyond the limits of the United States; and in no case shal! 


any goods, wares, or merchandise, as aforesaid, so imported 
and entered, or deposited for warehousing, be entitled or 


| permitted to be entered for domestic consumption, unless 


the same has been so withdrawn within the time hereto- 
fore mentioned: Provided, That goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise, which shall have been withdrawn as aforesaid, 


!, and which shall have been exported and landed beyond the 


limits of the United States, nay be from thence duly re- 
imported in the same manner provided for in the first in- 
stance: Provided, also, That this section shall not apply to 
goods, wares, and merchandise Imported from beyond the 

i Hope or Cape Horn until the Ist of January, 
1861: Provided, further, That all acts or parts of acts re- 


| lating to the subject-matter herein embraced and incon- 
| sistent therewith, are hereby repealed.” 


It is doubtless intended by the originators of 
this bill, (and such will be the effectif they obtain a 
majority in favor of this section,) to reverse and 
destroy the whole warehouse entrepot system of 
the country. Itisa system oes and approved 
by the Democratic party as a Democratic princi- 
ple. It has acted well and favorably. It has 
entered into and ramified through all our com- 
mercial relations, from the Atlantic borders t@ the 
Pacific coast, in every direction, all through the 
land. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I have a 
very strong letter from a Democratic merchant, 
who was once a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, protesting against the whole system. 
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Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Ah! he wasa Dem- 
Ocratic merchant from Philadelphia. Was he a 
Democratic merchant from New York? 

Mr. SVYEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I do not 
suppose there is any such there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. ‘The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, when he argues upon his own 


except when he sticks to facts. I have no time 
now to argue the question of the custom-house 
within the time assigned for this debate. The 
warchouse, however, is to the importer what the 








\, and I believe this side of the House did. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman was mis- 
taken. 


} Mr. FLORENCE. What has become of my 


| proposition ? 


| he CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that it 


supposition, 18 always correct; he never is false | 


factory is to the manufacturer, and this is an as- | 


cribed competition existing only in fancy, not in || 


fact, between the manufacturer and the importer. | 


And I now propose to the other side of the House 
that we take no question upon this section here, 
but allow it to be reported to the House, in order 
that we may take the yeas and nays upon it. 
Will gentlemen consent to that? (Cries of ** No!”’ 
**No!”’] Then, as that is not assented to, I call 
for tellers on the motion to strike out. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Train and | 


FLorence were appointed. 

The committee dividedyand the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 39, noes 98. 

So the motion to strake out was disagreed to. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move, without 
argument, to strike out the proviso to the thirtieth 
section, as follows: 


“ Provided, That ten per centum onthe amount of all 
drawbacks so allowed shall be retained for the use of the 


United States, by the collectors paying such drawbacks, re- | 


spectively.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk then finished the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. FLORENCE. IL intended to offer a sub- 
stitute for the bill at the proper time. We have 
reached the end of the bill. and I will now offer it. 

The CHAIRMAN, No substitute is now in 
order. If the gentleman proposes to amend the 
original bill by the addition of a new section, he 
can do so. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I propose to add several 
new sections. I propose an amendment for the 
entire bill. a 

Several Memuers. Let us rise. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I have no objection to the 
committee rising. I stated thatat the proper time 
I would offer a substitute for the bill, very much 
less complicated than the bill, and effecting all the 
purposes desired. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman has an 
amendment to offer, he will offer it. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I will offer thisasa 
substitute for the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN, That is not in order. 


is not in order, because it proposes to strike out 
| what the committee has already adopted. 
| Mr. FLORENCE. It does not strike out; it 
_adds. It is anamendment for the entire bill; and, 
if adopted, will supersede the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules it out of 
order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I intimated to the commit- 
tee the other day that I should offer this substitute. 
I have very little hope that my proposition would 
receive much consideration here; but still I desire 
| to have it presented to the committee that they 
| may consider it. It is a simple plan for the col- 
lection of the revenue; and the bill that would be 
most likely tospass the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that his amend- 
ment would undoubtedly be very proper asa sub- 


stitute; but inasmuchas there were two substitutes | 


a before he offered his, it is not in order for 
nim to offer it until one or the other is disposed of. 
Mr. FLORENCE. I proposed it as a substi- 
tute before there was any substitute presented. I 
| submitted it the other day in discussing this bill, 
and I would like to know if it has not precedence 
of any other substitute. I submitted it when I 
addressed the committee, and before a line or 
word of the bill had been read in committee, ex- 
| cept on the first reading. 
| The CHAIRMAN. TheChairthinks that does 
| not make it an amendment legitimately before the 
committee. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Can the Chair then tell me— 
because I am a very submissive sort of person— 
| at what time it will be in order? 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would have 
some difficulty, at this time, in telling the gentle- 
/man precisely when his amendment will be in 
order. The Chair rules it out of order now. 


Does the gentleman appeal from the decision of | 


|| the Chair? 


Mr. FLORENCE. Then I offer itas an amend- | 


ment/fto the bill. I move to strike out several 
sections of the bill, and to insert what I send up. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order, in- 
asmuch as the committee has already passed the 
sections of the bill, and adopted them. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I will move it as an 
amendment to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman hasa right 
to do that. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I understand that 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Morritt] had 
proposed the amendments contained in his sub- 


bill. Ifso, there is but one substitute or amend- 
ment now pending. I desire to be informed as 
to whether that is the fact or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
this to be the state of the case: the original bill 
has been read through. It is in order to amend 
by adding to it. There are two amendments 

nding in the nature of substitutes—the one ef- 
ered by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovs- 


Ton,] and the other by the gentleman from Ver- 1 Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
| 


mont, (Mr. Morritt.| If no further amendments 
are proposed to the bill to perfect it, the substi- 


tutes will now be read. i} 


Mr. FOSTER. 
section to the bill. 
Fhe CHAIRMAN. That is in order. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 


1 desire to offer an additional 


1] 

. a a Ser 
stitute as we were progressing with the original || when it will be in order. 
i] 

i| 


|| mane. 


But, in the first | 


Mr. FLORENCE. No,I do not, because I 
think it would be idle todoso. I think the pas- 
sage of this bill isa foregone conclusion, and I 
| will take it probably as the leastoftwoevils. But 
I offered my substitute in good faith, believing 
that it was a compromise on which we could all 
stand. 

Mr. BRANCH. I must call the gentleman 
from Pennsylyania to order. We have lost our 
dinners for two days, and I must object to any 
more of this. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to inquire if it 
_is in order now to offer a substituge for the entire 
| bill? 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 


|| That is the very question the Chair has just de- 


cided. There are two substitutes already pend- 
ing, and another would be an amendment in the 
| third degree, which the gentleman from Missis- 
| sippi is well aware is not admissible. 
| Nr. BARKSDALE. After those substitutes 
have been voted on, will it not then be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. There may be a time 
It is not now in order. 
What may happen the Chair cannot say. 

TER 


Mr. FOS . I offer the following as an ad- 


|| ditional section to the bill: 


|| See. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President 
|| give notice, as provided for in the fifth article of the reci- 


rocity treaty concluded with Great Britain on the 5th 

une, A. D. 1854, that the United States wish to terminate 
| the said treaty, to the end that it may be terminated at the 
| expiration of the ten years from the date when it came into 
| Operation. 


I raise the point 


of order on that amendment, that it is not ger- | 


mane to the subject-matter of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has had some 
doubt about it, but thinks it may possibly be ger- 
That is a question for the committee to 
| determine. 


Mr. FOSTER. 


} 


If an amendment to abrogate 


a I desire to know from the gentleman from | a treaty which allows $30,000,000 of goods to be 


Jermont whether the amendments contained in |) 


his substitute have been already incorporated in 
the original bill? 
The CHAIRMAN. They have not. 


| brought into the ——Z annually free of duty, 
is not germane to a bill for raising revenue, | 


!| do not know what is. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 1 so understood, 
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I have a propositi 
make which I hope will be emusiod to are 
sides of the House. I move that the bill and z 
| accompanying amendments be reported to the 
| House, with the understanding that in the House 
a vote shall be taken on the substitute of the ren 
| tleman from Alabama, and also on the substitute 
| of the gentleman from Vermont, the only ty, 
amendments now before the committee. ~ 
Mr. STANTON. I trust that proposition will 
not be agreed to. : 
| Mr. PHELPS. There are rfow two amend. 
ments coos which are proposed as substitutes 
for the bill under consideration. Neither of them 
are printed ; and it is obvious that if either of they, 
are to be adopted it should be before us in a form, 
in which we can understand it. I would sugges, 
therefore, that the gentleman from Ohio take ay, 
order to have them printed and let us act upoy 
them to-morrow. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to propose ay 
amendment by way of substitute for the whol 
bill. I propose simply the tariff of 1846. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not now 
in order, there being already two amendmen 
pending for the bill. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Willthat amendment} 
in order when the substitutes have been voted op: 

The CHAIRMAN. It will if they are voted 
down. 

Mr. BRANCH. [rise to a question of order, 
I submit that the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, that the committee rise and report tho bj) 
to the House, is not in order while there ar 
amendments pending to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Ohio to ask the unanimous cou- 
sent of the committee to make the motion. 

Mr. BRANCH. I certainly object. I under. 








|| stood the gentleman to make the motion, which 


would not have been im order without general cop- 
| sent. I want those substitutes voted on in com- 
mittee, and I want others to have the privilege 
of proposing other amendments and having votes 
upon them. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I move the follow. 
ing as a substitute for the whole bill. 


That the act entitled “ An act reducing the duty on im 
ports, and for other purposes,”’ approved Mareh 3, 1597, bw 
repealed ; and that the act entitled ** An act reducing tle 
duty on imports, and for other purposes,”’ approved July 3), 
1846, be, and the came hereby is, revived, and declared in 
— and effect from and after the 30th day of June, 
1 


Mr. BARKSDALE. That is the amendment 
which I have been trying to introduce. 

The CHAIRMA That amendment is not 
now in order; there being, as the Chair has stated, 
two amendments already pending. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask the Chaira 
question. The first question now is upon the sub 
stitute of the gentleman from Vermont, as | un- 
derstand. Now, if the committee decide to adopt 
either substitute, will it then be in order to move 
a substitute for the amendment thus adopted? 

The CHAIRMAN. The first impression of 
| the Chair is that it will not. The Chair, how- 
ever, will not decide positively until he has had 
an opportunity of examining the question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then if the substitute of the 
gentleman from Vermont should be agreed to by 
the committee, the gentleman from Mississipp! 
could not get a vote upon his amendment at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi may do all he can to get the committee to 
strike down both the amendmentand the amend- 
ment totheamendment, when hissubstitute would 
| certainly be in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. But suppose that cannot be 


done? 
The Chair has already 








The CHAIRMAN. 
| intimated his present opinion, that an amendment 
having once been adopted by the committee, no 
further amendment, except by way of addition, 
would be in order. The Chair, however, will not 
decide positively until the question arises. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am afraid to trust the 
Chair. I do not want tobe caught. If the Chair 
adheres to his present opinion, and the commitice 
should then adopt the substitute of the gentlema!! 
| from Vermont, that would preclude all further 








motions to amend. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifa majority of the com- 
mittee desire to vote upon the substitute of the 
gentleman from Mississippi, the object can very 
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ION an easily be obtained by voting down the substitute Mr. LATHAM presented a joint resolution of | AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 
by alj of the gentleman from Vermont. the Legislature of the State of California, instruct- Mr. WILSON. I submit the following reso- 
nd thy Mr. HOUSTON. 1 am very much obliged to || ing its Senators, and requesting its Representa- || Jution; and if there be no objection, I ask its 
to the the Chair for the information that the majority of || tives, to use their influence to procure the passage | present consideration: } 
Louse the committee ma control its proceedings. | of a lawestablishing a mail route from Red Bluff, | Resoleed, That, the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
@ gen. was aware of that act before ; but what I wanted || in Tehama county, to Susonville, in Honey || structed to inquire whether the marshal of the United 
Stitute to provide against was against being caught and || Lake Valley, and the establishment of post offices || States for the southern district of New York has permitted By 
¥ two precluded from offering apy further amendments. || on that route at Lost Campand Pine Grove, in | agen ee ea ge a ee wap me ng Se 2 
Mr. BRANCH. I move that the committee || Shasta county, and at Susonville, in the State of || Greg con an aelneiaion inimndadl tae emreen ta eee oe 
»n wil] rise. California, and to procure a sufficient appropria- ‘| trade, upon the payment to him, or any person engaged in is oe i 
Mr. STRATTON demanded tellers. tion to render that mail service effective; which || the office of thesaid marshal, of any sum or sums of money, 3 et 
mend. Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Burrinton || was referred to the Committee on the Post Office |, Of @"Y ee any — Ro ree ie forthe ig ‘i 
Uitutes and BRancu were appointed. || and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. bey =~ y= caaieued Gee eR ane 
f them The committee divided; and the tellers reported || He also presented a joint resolution of the Le- | Sin SOROS. fuk tele eee i 
fthem —ayes 71, noes 51. | gislature of California, in favor of the passage of || oe 7 ee won 
& forn The motion was agreed to. an act providing for the floating of the sixteenth | CALIFORNIA OVERLAND MAILS. 
gest, So the committee rose; and the Speaker hav- || and thirty-sixth sections of land donated to the || Mr, GWIN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the a 
ke an ing resumed the chair, Mr. Wasneurn, of Maine, || State of California, for the support of common |! consideration of the bill reported from the Post aa! 
Upon reported that the Committee of the Whole on the |) schools, by act of Congress of March 3, 1853,and || Ogice Committee, in regard to the overland mail 
. . ° i} ° ° | ’ , 4 
state of the Union had had under consideration || for the location of the same upon unoccupied ag- || service to California, in order that a day may be wet 
ISP ay the Union generally, and particularly House bill || ricultural or grazing lands belonging to the Gen- | § xed when we shall finally determine the ques- ce 
Whole No. 338, to provide for the paymentof outstand- || eral Government within that State, whether sur- || tion, It is absolutely necessary that we should aa 
ing Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to regu- || veyed or unsurveyed; and providing further for |) have action on that question. The whole com- i 
it now jate and fix the duties on imports, and for other | the selection of two additional sections of such || mittee are anxious to have it disposed of by the A! v 
Ments purposes; and had come to no conclusion thereon. || school lands for each and every congressional | Senate: because if we are to have an overland mail eS 
Mr. PHELPS. I move that the several sub- |! township in the State covered by mineral lands; ! system we must have the bill passed speedily; 
ent be stitutes be ordered to be printed. — || which was referred to the Committee on Public | cdberess we shall, as a matter of necessity, be 
ed on? There was no objection, and it was ordered | Lands, and ordered te be printed. _ || thrown on the ocean service hereafter. I hope 
Voted accordingly. He also presented a resolution of the Legis- || that the bill will be taken up, with a view of ap- 
Mr. LOGAN. I move that the House adjourn. | lature of California in favor of the establishment | pointing a day when it can be cunailered’ and aust 
order, Mr.CAMPBELL demanded the yeas and nays. || of a new land district in the northern part of the || josed of. 
1 from Mr. BRANCH. After conference with gentle- | Sacramento Valley, the office for which to be ||" Mr, HALE. I hope so. It is absolutely ne- 
16 bil! men on the other side, I assured gentlemen of this || located at the town of Red Bluff; which was re- ] cessary that it should be done. 
re are side that there would be no objection to an ad- | ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and || Mr, Gwin’s motion to take up the bill was 
journment at seven o’clock. It is past that hour || ordered to be printed. \| acreed to. 
od the now. a || Mr. GWIN presented the petition of H. A. || “Mr. HALE. I move that the bill be made the 
$ con- Mr. CAMPBELL. I gave no such consent. || Klopfer, a messenger in the office of the Attorney || special order of the day for Tuesday next, at one 
The yeas and nays were ordered. General, praying compensation for extra services; || 9’elock. . 
a Mr. LOGAN, by unanimous consent, withdrew || which was referred to the Committee on Claims. | Mr. LATHAM. 1 understand that some Sen- i: out 
ion. Het SHERMAN I wie motion that the opr seieteieacipalacharenmmrtaieneriaeds a a a ~~ wen e See i 
com: Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union Mr. LATHAM. I introduced a resolution || a aa Silene ate I a ee e , , 
vilege be discharged from the further consideration of the || Sometime last month, calling on the Secretary of ae aad eae a a { 3 , 
votes tariff bill, with the accompanying amendments; the Interior to send here any information he might Mr. HALE. It is ahectately necessary that 4 
and that the vote shall be taken on the several sub- || Possess in his Department relating to Indian dep- || this pil] should be considered soon, for the pres- ies 
yllow- stitutes in their order. redations in Butte county, California. He has | ont contracts expire on the 30th of June. i 
Mr. BRANCH. [I object to that. complied with that resolution, and his answer is | Mr. LATHAM. Very well; I withdraw my { oie 
sn im Mr. KELLOGG, of [llinois. Will the prop- || now on the table. I move that it be taken up li objection. ; (et 
807, ba osition of the gentlemen from Ohio include the and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Mr. HALE. I move to make the bill the spe- * p Soe 
ys amendments of the Committee of the Whole on The motion was agreed to. cial order for Tuesday next, at one o’clock. ‘eae 
wed in —— aentan r ; “1 ; PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. The motion was agreed to. ° aan 
mn cucsiamal pan Perea mey are || On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was | ARTILUR EDWARDS—VETO MESSAGE. te 
[ment Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Then I am op- || , Ordered, That the petition of Ezra Clark, praying that || Mr, HALE. I move that the Senate proceed ' x 
s . his pension may commence from the date of his discharge, : : . cn SR |e 
posed to any proposition that will supersede those || on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commitice on | to the consideration of the President’s veto mes- Rene, 
iS not amendments. | Pensions. sage on the act for the relief of Arthur Edwards Maer 
tated, Mr. BARKSDALE. Is it the understanding | REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. and his associates. ; 
that a vote shall be taken on the tariff of 1846, as | z : he motion was agreed to. Ee 
hair a asubstitute for the proposition before the House? | Mr. CLINGMAN, from the Committee on | Mr. HALE. Mr. President, as this bill was hatte 
p sub. Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my proposition to Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. | reported by the Post Office Committee, of which ECP! hang 
I wi- —a the committee. | se ey eae relief sl “ray Calloway, re- || | am a member, and as the report was made by * ey 
adopt Mr. BRANCH objected. orted it, without amendment. : em i , » committee Wik 
mov Mr. LOGAN antes that the House adjourn. . Mr. WILKINSON, from ‘the Committee on | - a ere prin Joncas oy oot es te 
d? Mr. CAMPBELL demanded the yeasand nays. || Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of || on which the committee acted, and the result to | ; 
on of The SPEAKER ordered tellers on the yeas | Ruth Ellen Grelaud, widow of Captain John H. || which ‘they eame, to present the cane-an itis, and hE 
10W- and nays; and appointed as such Messrs. Brancn || Gtelaud, of the Army, praying to be allowed a || thon Jeave it with the Senate. In the aper ac- mt E 
s had and Tappan. Samer, subenstied « eee Se anwed wy & | companying the veto message of the Diteident ' a 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. ill, (S. No. 440) for the reliefof Ruth Ellen Gre- || i, \"Jetier from the acting Postmaster General "ae 
of the Thereupon (at fifteen minutes pastseven o’clock, || laud, widow of John H. Grelaud, deceased. The || Fyoratio King, and I simply-want to read the first i 
10 by p-m.,) the House adjourned. = — read, and passed to a second reading; and | paragraph of that letter, that the Senate may un- t 
sipp t Me CLAY fro a C. be printed. Cc | Saaaeia when I shall read from the report of the a | 
= IN SENATE. “~ oie Be eri nee oe cacenacnael | committee, This is a letter from the acting Post- 4 is 
— to Tuurspay, May 10, 1860. members ofthe Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce eee Se of the United 
1end- Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GurLer. praying that steamers may be substituted for sail- ‘“ Pees ietinen Deb iereieniey, April 14, 1860, 4 } 
rould TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved. || 9g vessels in the revenue service on the lakes, || «srr: I have the honor to inform you that, agreeably to sia 
x a asked to be discharged from its further consider- || your verbal request, | have made an investigation into the if i 
othe PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. ation; which was agreed to. wee ors a oon oe others, “ wosee re $ 
Pat a : reliel an act o /Ongress has recently been passed, anc vo ERS 
Mr. HALE presented two petitions of patent He also, from the same committee, to whom | am satisfied that everythin wignertel $0 a complete under- Wy re 
eady agents and others, remonstrating against the ab- was referred the bill (H. R. No. 691) to change || standing thereof is contained in the printed report of the y 3 
ment olition of the right of appeal from adverse decis- || the name of the steamboat Antelope, reported it || Post Office Committee of the Senate, submitted by Mr. Fy 
e, no ions of the Coramissioner of Patents; which were || without amendment, and adversely. Have on the 2d of February last.” ae 
tion, ordered to lie on the table. He also, from the same committee, to whom It will be seen that the Postmaster General here i ti 
|| not Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of S. || was referred the bill (S. No. 433) giving the con- || officially declares that everything which relates Uae 
ussina, remonstrating against the removal of || sent of Congres#to the deepening of certain riv- || to a complete and full understanding of this case he 
the the custom-house from Point Isabel to Browns- || ers and channels on the Gulf of Mexico, within || is contained in the report of the committee; and he Pe 
‘hair ville, Texas; which was referred to the Commit- || the jurisdiction of the State of Mississippi, and || does not suggest that there are any errors of fact ena 
jittee tee on Commerce. the levying of tonnage duty on shipping to main- || in it. Then’, the facts as submitted in the pas ae 
man He eee ere a petition of citizens of the || tain the same, reported it without amendment. are, that these individuals were the owners of scv- fee 
ther District of Columbia, praying that Boundary Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military || eral boats which were navigating the lakes from ah 
street in Washington city, may be opened, and || Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the Cleveland to Detroit; that they had a contract by 
:0m- us name changed to Wisconsin avenue; which || bill (H. R. No. 265) for the relief of Frederick || which they carried the local mails, for which they 4 
the" was referred to the Committee on the District of || Stephens, reported it without amendment, and || received a certain limited sum, paid by the Post- Dis. § 
very lumbia. with a recommendation that it do not pass. master General; that in addition to the local maiis, Maa 
Pe Se: 
howe 
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| the owners of these boats would have received for | stituted, he sees fit to veto it, I leave the matter upon 
half a cent on a newspaper, there was the great || carrying common freight upon their boats, and || with the Senate. I have no desire and no fecline not wa 
through mail, which sometimes amounted toseven || less than one third of what the Department have || upon it. I am satisfied with the report, and with The 
or eight tons; that the captains of these boats re- || paid in other éases to other boats for similar ser- || the result at which it arrives. We have given js on tl 
fused to carry the through mail; that they were || vices, for it appears by the report of the Third || him nothing more than is fair and reasonable, He eration 
requested to do so by the ners upon the | Assistant Postmaster General, accompanying the || has to go before the Department and prove every The 
route, but they declined to do so, and a Mr. Har- || message, that: | trip he has made before he can receive a single 
ris, the Post Office special agent, gave this testi- « On 25th January, 1853, the Buckeye State was allowed, || dollar. From the best information that | have Mr. 
mony: for three hundred and fourteen thousand one hundred and 7 it, I do not think the amount he will be en. he it 
“The captains (of the steamers) often objected to re- || Chevebea 2 _— ae Kates med —s oe abled to receive under this bill will be anything a joint 
ceiving the great through mails, saying that the postmasters ee iain $3 14) 72 ’ ’ like what the President says; instead of beine ~ 
oo eyegs ——— ae oe aaa a —_ | On 25th January, 153, Alabama allowed, for twenty- || $80,000, it will be less than the sum claimed be. de a 
7 aon he wiles: wedi taatictaen te see them paid | nine thousand seven hundred pounds, between Conneaut fore the Court of Claims. But whether it be much I Prt 
for the service. He requested them to take the mail aboard, || *24 Cleveland, 12th April, 1852, ei. “ . | or little, if the service has been honestly and faith- - lici 
and assured them they would be paid for the service; and,in || The Department have paid for similar services | fully performed, and if the facts stated in the re. a 
doing 80, he states that he acted under the direction of the | to other owners of boats more than three times || port be true—and it is not suggested, even by th Mr. 
Pod Gpee Department.” || the amount that the committee proposes to pay || President or the Postmaster General that ti So to mal 
This testimony was taken and submitted to the || Sas eeniatninieth ‘Is. The : coo : i ng wey whey ari Mr. 
. a. ; or carrying these mails. 1e committee having | not true—it seems to me it Is acase in which Coy- 
Court of — and that a a poner to allow || come to the determination of what a fair ratio || gress ought to stand by the action which they = 
“sens eS ee or 7 ci + gg | should be, twenty-eight dollars a trip instead of || have already taken. ; - ' 
What, in my judgment, was a disreputable quib | $100 dollars, as has been paid in other cases, did Having made this explanation of the case, si; reler 
ble. I say that without meaning to throw any mot. wm inte the Galculation of whet the mescuet i coll Kictom Shoe weodter de. diem Mente oe, tional 
> . ‘oe . arcterva > dD = - - a ; - , ‘ A x . 
os Eble h upon on ning yh euig , —. - / would be. That was the basis on which the Mr. YULEE. It is not likely that the exam. er 
2 ft ON ‘ rf » } - . ° ° . . . . rg 
quibbie just exactly as I think it was, The quib- || | nittes acted, ination of the questions involved in this veto, be. gor 
oo a Me. Exersie, ae 7 — va 2 | Now,a single word in reference to the message || ing matters of figure and of fact, can be disposed demet 
Ded be al P oe. rere: 7 v4 een ses || of the President, and I shall leave the subject. || of this morning within the few minutes remaining it 
os Ne apd - - od vty ay a Pp = it || By a calculation which is made for the President |} until the homestead bill will be the order of the day. he P 
( we — ' pd at prt _ } " - he \ ad om San 7 || by some officers of the Post Office Department, this || I move, therefore, the postponement of the further om 
cee Sea ee ne ee ey Se Hl olalen ie put up to something over eighty thousand || consideration of the veto message until to-morrow _ 
Post Office Department,’’ instead of “the Post- || dollars. and it is said the claimants. in the fret Mr. BINGHAM. Lhope not ' ances 
ste ‘ane 9 CC ‘Ini . ride . | "> ‘ ’, ° ° 1 ° . . 
master General,” the Court of Claims decided that | place, would have taken $25,000, and in the Court Mr. CHANDLER. I hope we shall have a ye 
Vas e ce i . “a2 r . : i 
it was indefinite, and that it did not imply that the of Claims asked for $50,000. Captain Edwards || vote upon it oppol 
‘ , . j she as . . 
Postmaster General made the promise. I will '| stated to the committee that when this claim was Mr ULEE There is no likelihood of our ask 
— from that part of the decision of the Court of || first made for $25,000, there was no account of || being able to vote upon it this morning. ad 
" ie ; a ela tieti dass ial Cate | the trips taken; no record kept of the amount, or Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator from i baer 
a ic Witness does not state e time whenth onver- si . ' : a aS +. . ; a ce 
sation with the captains took place, nor does he set out the || the number of the mails carried; and he did not, || Ohio (Mr. Wape] will give a for a short time Th 
directions under which he says he acted. Neither does he || at that time, know what he was to receive for the || in order to get a vote on this bill. It is a matter ator { 
say that the directions were given by the Postmaster Gen- || local mails; but he made out an accountin gross, || of great Importance to the claimants in this case. Mr 
eral; he -— a were of — pcm are nt i| charging $25,000. The Department refused to I believe it to bea just claim, and I hope the Sen- gant 
‘ ‘ re is : ~erti y to | -_. . . : 
ter eee a Siiieuees acumen isthe capthinn, || pay him anything. He then went to the Court || ate will voteupon it. I have known these parties the fl 
through Mr. Harris, the assurance in question.” || of Claims, and put his papers in the hands of his || for a great number of gears—I have known all of repot 
Upon that quibble, as it strikes me—and not || counsel; and the counsel, taking testimony, and || them for twenty-five years. Captain Edwards ra 
one that ought to find its place in a judicial decis- || looking at its bearing upon what the my eee and Mr. Davis are steamboat pauenes on the aver 
ion, especially as this evidence was taken with || be, concluded to put it 2s —_ oa era ay ener ae ay pH lly t, oe. i the 
notice, and the Government were present, and || larger than what moe : rg: s offered to take es wen, the . erc reeen one 0 agra se aa 
might have cross-examined the witness as to what || 19 the first instance, an — e oon at ee . ruse ate men. 2 is one O eee out tif I 
he meant by ‘the Post Office Department’—the | T he bill which has passed the two oo ane y : 10m = may refer ae any = a 4 ‘pal ie 
court decided adversely, and I must say that, to | fixes the rate of yk tg ans an nag — ao ees on or any ot ee Mea wil = se 4 
my mind, it is unsatisfactory; but for that reason || it to be paid, . poop or peng J trip t e _ that Jo -w wen Is as Incapa ‘ e : pee ing an gave 
the court refused to give them any relief, on the || Steamers made w atone ne 3 vane oar . em c _ waey man on me mee the - th. iat 
groupd that they had no legal cause of action; The computation w “ 1 has begn eae i ‘i , e oa that ad com eer bent tg me M. 
but the court says that for any compensation for || partment, was upon the rae ‘ wi ed dk a = 2 ee se a oat T belie - a bill, 
their service 25 yee what they have received, | these through — every trip _ nl made, ee = _ oe , = =. Pelee al 
they must depend upon the discretion of Congress; || and that they made a _ every ae areas enator from I 7 TT: pes a ’ - . Beni 
and they were tarned over to Congress. When | | am instructed that t cone no = = oo re ne <n Ml is | voclgoene a to 
they came before Congress, and the matter was || 20d that there ee no suc . acts. — . -— id || t oa — at : a =< — u zee - re M 
ao . . - sarry > seve . , > » > . 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and || not carry the mai severy ° te o they go ot “et ay, whether 11 e er 1 or ott et ‘ be bill, 
. . ° (vp r ‘ y . ae > » - > s) a > ry é . 
Post Roads of the Senate, the committee turned || every day. The ee a es ot a uth * PRESIDING 0} RICER. M Fo. - M 
their attention to this question: what was the || Hon which they COGS PRERTs aa: fe mitted the || | ; . hai The ee (n s ae jecti 
amount of weight of the through mail that was || facts, and the Postmaster Genera ann st sug- - the chair.) 1e ee +90 oo Ry 
carried, and what was the price paid for the local || gest that ip is ey ene ee Sea oo pempene Se urther consideratic den 
mail? I will read, very briefly, from the report || ®¥y error in the report, but says that every or She Di ee ere * it ca 
lye lA . > 4 s of 
upon that matter: that is necessary vs full un eee - | Mr. YULEE. I gaa can be eaeenes of M 
“The number of letters and newspapers transported in || CS€ is included in the report; and I think if the || to-morrow very easily. I was merely si : join 
the through mails could not be ascertained, as the mails | Senate will take the trouble to read the report, || to place before the Senate the facts as understoo Atwre 
were always transferred from the cars to the boats, and | and understand it, they will come to the conclu- |} by myself and based upon the papers. [tis some- N 
aa = se = = ech ee ne eee oes “tn. | Sion to which the committee came; that the sum || what difficult to make the Senate understand, in aan 
method of approximating to the number is by comparing the 3 . : . : P : P 7 eee 
number of bags, size, and weight of the through mails with | Which they propose to pay for the carrying of || a very few words, a question of figures, the - ion 
the number of bags, size, and weight of the local mails,as | these mails 1s not an extravagant or an exorbi- || of whichare disputed between that Departmentan ion 
testified to by the different witnesses. The testimony upon | tant one; and they will find, as I before stated— || some part of the committee. If it is the preference the 
that point varies inestimating the through mailstobefrom |) hich | wish the Senate to remember—that, by || of the Senate, I will go on with the papers before r 
four to fifteen times larger than the local mails. One wit- || : al Deceee lent Relea eal a aed sos ity main Sher Semana I 
ness testifies that one through mail numbered eighty bags ; || the documents which have been submitted with || me, and endeavor & 4 ‘ 7 
another witness says he counted one hundred and twenty- i the veto, it is less than one third of the amount Mr. BINGHAM. Let us have a vote. is ¢ 
eight bags in one through mail ; and another witness swears || which has heretoforé been paid by the Depart- Mr. COLLAMER. We cannot have a vote the 
ee eee ere mall weighed upwards of eight tons. Ths || ment for the same service to other boats. when a Senator waiits to be heard. R 
average of the testimony shows nounto g | ; we K. 
to be from six and a haifto seven and five cighths times | _ I confess that when I heard the message of the Mr. YULEE. I am perfectly willing to go - jus 
greater than the local mail. |, President read, I heard it with some degree of || and dispose of the subject before us, if we can ge Of 
“ Phe amount paid for carrying the local mail appears to || astonishment. | felt a good deal of intercst in the || through with it, but 1 do not agree that we can 7 
Recdineaien nies taesdl ef tho ohana tote araneel eg | matter; and I have examined and reéxamined this || take a vote in the five minutes remaining. A mere 
‘ Ley . i > . 
which the Department was limited by law. ! case, and whatever the result of the vote of the vote by yeas and nays will occupy that time. “ 
“By computing the number of trips of the claimants’ |) Senate may be, | am perfectly satisfied with the Mr. INGHAM. If the Senator wants to dis 
ire boats, during which they carried ~ mie nm epeere a | facts and the reasonings of the report. I believe ] speak upon it, of course we will postpone it. . Wie 
ixg the average compensation received (being for the whole || : aa mae os > rplain the 
eh cme. $1054 95) would be less than three dollars and sev- | that the amount we have allowed Mr. Edwards || Mr. YULEE. I wish merely to expl on 
- nty-five ce . . and his associates for carrying the mails is a rea- || facts as I understand them. 
enty-five cents per passage. | : ying . he Senate pr 
Eg “Calculating the through mail to be (at the average of || sonable one. It is the lowest onee as we found in The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Sena oie 
me tis the testimony) seven and five eighths times larger than the the paper submitted to us, that has been paid in || ready for the question on the motion to post- tit! 
ad : local mail, at the ratio of compensation received, it would || sase. We have not stopped to examine, when one? J 
an G amount to $25 60 per trip, which the committee believe |) 2Ny Case. We have not stopp ; , | pone: ae a a u 
at should be paid to the claimants for said strvice. They || we have fixed a reasonable compensation, whether || _ Mr. YULEE. Ihavenosolicitudeabou rt de 
a report a bill for that purpose, aud recommend its passage.” || the aggregate would be large or small. The Pres- || ing on this subject. If it is the pleasure : . | 
‘b: The compensation which the committee pro- ident, in the veto message, does not suggest that Senate to take a vote immediately, I am perfectly os 
ft posed toallow for carrying the through mails was || the sum is unreasonable or in any degree beyond || willing. ] ae th 
Bd. ut at the very lowest rate which was allowed |/ a fair quantum meruit for services performed; but Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to have it un e 
a or carrying the local mail, and it is believed to || simply from the great amount which he supposes || stood that I am unwilling to have . oe . P 
y be less than one half the amount of freight that || would be paid, under the calculations he has in- || when a gentleman wishes to give further 1g 
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upon the subject. If he wishes to be heard, I do 


not want the vote taken until he has been heard. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


js on the motion to postpone the further consid- || 


eration of the veto message until to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MAILS TO PIKE’S PEAK. 


Mr. WADE. I willask the Senate to take up 
a joint resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives for the relief of a lawyer for services ren- 
dered by him to the United States. Itisall right, 
| presume. I suppose there is no dispute about 
it, It has been reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and 1 move to take it up. 

Mr. YULEE. 1 ask the Senator to allow me 
to make a report on a bill from a committee. 

Mr. WADE. I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. YULEE. Iam directed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 6§1) to furnish addi- 
tional mail facilities, to report the same back with- 
out amendment, and recommend its passage. A 
good deal of anxiety has been manifested by gen- 
tlemen in the other House representing the Ter- 
ritory and States more immediately interested in 
the passage of this bill, and they have asked as 
early action as possible upon it. That early ac- 
tion has been deferred by the protracted continu- 
ances of our sessions—I should have said, ad- 

journments of our sessions. ; 
opportunity I have had to, report the bill; and I 
ask the immediate action of the Senate upon it, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. WADE. Why, Mr. President, I had made 
a motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Florida yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. WADE. [I have the floor. I made a mo- 
tion to take up a joint resolution, and barely gave 
the floor to the Senator from Florida that he might 
report his bill. ‘There is a joint resolution reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, in favor of 
avery worthy young man, that] am very anxious 
to have disposed of now, if it can be done. There 
is no dispute about it, I believe. I want to pass 
itiflean. Itis very rarely I ask for such a thing. 
My motion is in order. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
gave way to the Senator from Florida, and the 
Senator from Florida has made a motion. 

Mr. YULEE. I will state the purpose of the 
bill, and the Senator will not probably object. It 
is simply making an appropriation to enable the 
ore to put into operation the post routes 
to Pike’s Peak. 

Mr. WADE. If there is no dispute about the 
bill, we can pass it quicker than talk about it. 

Mr. YULEE. Iam sure there will be no ob- 
jection to it. I have shown it to the chairniin of 


the Committee on Finance, and there is no a 


tion to it from an We take the bill as 
itcame from the House. 

Mr. GREEN. I will merely suggest that the 
joint resolution which the Senator from Ohio has 
moved to take up ought to pass. 

Mr. WADE. My motion to take up the joint 
resolution to which Viave referred is first in or- 
der. I do not care about which is taken up first, 
Sans if there is to be no debate about either of 
them, 

Mr. YULEE. Both can be passed. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Florida, that 
the Senate now proceed to consider the bill (H. 
R. No. 661) to furnish additional mail facilities, 
Just reported from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It places the sum of $24,160 at the 
disposal of the Postmaster General, for mail ser- 
vice on the new post routes in western Kansas, 
authorized by the act of March 27, 1860; and ap- 
propriates the sum of $400,000, to be applied on 
such of the new routes established by the act en- 
titled ** An act to establish post routes,” approved 
June 11, 1858, as the Postmaster General may 
deem advisable. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


THOMAS C. WARE. 
Mr. WADE. I now renew my motion to take 


quarter. 


This is the first | 


| 











ec LT 





up the joint resolution (H. R. No. 15) for the re- | 


lief of Thomas C. Ware. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as | 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider | 
It directs that there be paid | 
to Thomas C, Ware, of Cincinnati, Ohio, the sum | 


the joint resolution. 


of $1,500, in full for services rendered by him to 
the Government of the United States, at the re- 
uest of D. O. Morton, late district attorney of 


the United States, in the case of the United States | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


vs. Lyman, Cole, and others, indicted and tried | 


|| in the circuit court of the United States for the 


district of Ohio, at the October term, 1853. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment. 

Mr. IVERSON. Is there areport in that case? 
If there is, 1 should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


of the report is asked for, and it will be read. 


Mr. IVERSON. I understand, from the read- | 


ing of the bill, that it gives a fee of $1,500 to a 
single individual, for prosecuting a single case be- 
fore a Federal court. It seems to me that isa 
tolerably tall figure for a single fee ina single case. 
I should like to know why the district attorhey 
did not attend to his business. How came this 
party to be substituted? 

Mr. GREEN. This bill has passed the House; 
hag been fully investigated before the Committee 


on the Judiciary here; and I can state to the Sen- | 
ator that it was a case which are additional || 


aid with the district attorney, and that this person 


The reading | 





expended a large amount of money in taking de- | 


pospions, all of which the United States availed 
itself of at the trial, with his assistance. The claim 
is all right and proper, and Mr. Ware ought to be 
paid. There are cases arising in the district courts 
where the district attorney cannot himself attempt 
to take the depositions, to make the arguments, 
and to prepare the briefs. This is one of that 


class. This man was employed, and he ought to | 


be paid. 


he PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading | 
of the report is asked for, and the Secretary will | 


read it, unless the call is waived. 
Mr. GREEN. It is not necessar 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator from Georgia request the reading of the re- 
ort? 
Mr. KING. 
report read. : 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. If the reading 
of the report is demanded it will be read. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the report. 
Mr. KING. Iam assured that this matter is 
all right; that it is merely to pay acounsel fee. | 
withdraw the call. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the fur- 


to read it. 


1 think we had better have the 


ther reading of the report will be dispensed with, |) 


unless asked for by some Senator. 


Does the Sen- | 





Mr. IVERSON. Ido not insist upon the read- | 


ing of the report. The explanation submitted by 


the Senator from Missouri, from the Committee | 


on the Judiciary, states the case pretty well; and 
as it is now understood, it is simply shies that in 
the case of a prosecution on the part of the Uni- 
ted States against some criminal offender, the 
district attorney of the United States undertakes, 
without authority, to employ additional counsel 
to aid him in the prosecution. He had no author- 


ity, as I understand, from the Government; no | 
authority from any branch of the Government; but | 


feeling his own deficiency, he employs this coun- 


sel to aid him in the prosecution of the case; and | 


in this way he voluntarily subjects the Govern- 
ment to this additional expense. Now, sir, I do 
not think that that practice ought to be coun- 
tenanced by the Government. It oughtnot to be 
countenanced by Congress. 

The Committee on Claims recently had before 
itasimilar case, and we have looked into that case 
pretty thoroughly. It is the case of a lawyer, now 
residing in the city of Washington, formerly in 
the State of California, who aided in the examin- 
ation and detection ofa large number of fraudulent 
grants in California, which have been set aside, 
probably, by the Supreme Court, and he now 
comes and asks that he may be compensated for 
the labor and expense which he underwent in that 
investigation. he committee undertook to ex- 
amine it, and did examine it, and came to the con- 
clusion that he was not entitled to remuneration; 
not that his services were not valuable to the Gc v- 
ernment. About that we could not very well de- 
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| and in this case the district attorney e 
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termine; but there was a voluntary undertaking, 
on the part of that gentleman, to go into this inves- 


_ tigation, without authority, without being called 
upon by the Government, or any officer of the 


Government; and then, aftar he concludes his la- 


| bors, he comes and demands an exorbitant remu- 
| neration. 


We decided against the claim, and the 
committee have asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, It is precisely similar to 
this case in principle. The only difference is, 
that he volunteered his services, and they were 
accepted by the district attorney in California, 
n d the 
services of this individual. There is the di erence, 
and the only difference. I do not see any differ- 
ence atallin principle. The district attorney had 
no authority to engage assistant counsel in the 
case. There isnolaw, as I understand, to author- 
ize it. Ifthere be alaw to authorize it, then I will 
give way. I ask the chairman of the Judiciary 
Sommittee whether there is any law which au- 
| thorizes a district attorney to employ additional 
counsel? ™ 
Mr. BAYARD. I can only say to the honor- 
able Senator, that the resolution never met my 


1 approbation; that I was not aware it would be 


called up to-day, and that I necessarily must op- 
| pose it, because I think it a dangerous precedent 
| to be established by Congress. The objection to 
the case consists in this: I do not deny 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
_ator from Delaware give way to the Senator from 
| Illinois? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is manifest that this 
subject is going to lead to discussion, and [ call 
| for the order of the day. 

I have no objection to that. 











| Mr. BAYARD. 
| All L ask is, when the bill comes up, that the Sen- 
| ate will hear me in reference to it. I think a dan- 
gerous precedent will be established in passing 
this resolution. All I ask is tobe heard upon it. 
I do not desire to discuss it now. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The joint res- 
olution will be laid aside, in order that the Senate 
| may proceed to the consideration of the unfinished 
| business of yesterday, which is the order of the 
| day at this time. 
| ILOQUMAS LAND GRANT. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the Senator from Ohio 
will permit me to take up a bill merely for the 
purpose of making it the special order for a future 


day. 
Nir. WADE. Very well, sir. 
Mr. SLIDELL. The bill No. 307 was, on the 
16th of April, made the special order of the day 
for Monday, the 7th of a but in the interval 
—it having been understood, by common consent, 
| that the Senator from Mississippi should address 
the Senate on that day on the subject of his pend- 
ing resolutions—the bill which I now move to take 
up, and which I am anxious should be passed 
upon, could not then be considered. Many Sen- 
ators will be absent next week, and I therefore 
now move that it be made the special order of the 
day for Tuesday of the week after next, 22d of 
May. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved to 
take up the bill indicated by the Senator from 
Louisiana, with a view to make it the special 
order for Tuesday, the 22d of May. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I understand that is agreeable 
to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. I am very anxieus 
to biirg the bill up. It is important for many 
reasons, 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
| made the special order for one o’clock on Tues- 
lay, the 22d of May. + 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
(S. No. 416) to secure homesteads to actual set- 
tlers on the public domain, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. This bill is now 
in the Senate, having been reported from the Com- 
inittee of the Whole, with various amendments, 
and the question in order is, Will the Senate con- 
cur in the amendments made by the committee? 

Mr. WADE. I wish to make the same motion 
that ] did in committee, to strike out all of the bil! 
after the enacting clause, and insert the bill of the 
House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
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5 a : ; bo EP Soe : 
first i order is upon concurring in the amend- || ‘* not exceeding one quarter section;’’ because it || in view was simply to put 


| sometimes happens that a quarter section is more | 


raents made to the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr WADE. Very well. 

Mr. PUGH. IL ask,that the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Minnesota (Mr. Rice} may 
be excepted. 
curring in the others, I suppose, without ebjec- 
tion. 

Mr HAMLIN. 
amendment which limited the time in which lands 
were to be in the market before they were ceded 
to the States, from thirty-five down to thirty years. 
I desire a separate vote taken on that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless some 
Senator requests a separate vote on the other 
umendments, the question will be taken on con- 
curring in all the amendments made in committee, 
with the exception of the two indicated—one by 
the Senator from Maine, and the other by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. GREEN, I desire a separate vote on each 
one of the amendments. 
and voted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A separate vote 
is asked on each. ‘The amendments made in com- 
mittee will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read them. The 
first amendment made in committee was im scc- 
tion one, line fifteen, after the words ‘ quarter sec- 
tion’’ to insert the words *‘ or other subdivisions;’ 
#0 that the clause will read: 

That he or she is the head of a family, and is actually 


wettied ou the quarter section, or other subdivisions pro- 
posed to be entered, &c. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, Will the Senate concur in this amendment? 

The emendment was concurred in. 

Mr. GREEN. 
eurred in us a little too vague, and it ought to-be 
reconsidered, in order to amend it, se as to read 
“any other legal subdivision not exceeding a 
quarter section.”’ These words ought to be in- 
serted, otherwise they might take a whole section, 
ora whole township. ‘The legal subdivision isa 
township, section, quarter section, eighty acres, 
or forty acres. 
tion, Which is one hundred and sixty acres, and 
then says ‘or other legal subdivisions.” If it 
means not exceeding a quarter section, it is right. 
I thint, therefore, it ought to be reconsidered, and 
be made to read, ‘* not exceeding a quarter sec- 
tion.’’ 

Mr. PUGH. 
whole context, he will probably see that that is 
unnecessary. 
party is authorized to enter one quarter section, 
or any less quantity, by legal subd 
this second is a mere relative clause, and is lim- 
ited by its own antecedent, and therefore cannot 
be the subject of any discussion.” 

Mr. GREEN. I should like to have the word 
**less’’ put in there. 

Mr. PUGH. I think if the Senator will read 
the section compactly, he will see that there is no 
such difficulty. 

Mr. GREEN. Let us guard it, and prevent 
difficulty hereafter, 

Mr. RROWN. 


is Obviously right. ** Other legal subdivisions” 
may mean what the Senator from Missouri says 
they mean. Itis very easy to imsert the words 
**not exceeding one i ‘ 
land.”’ Then it applies to lots. Everybody that 
knows anything about the public lands, knows 
that wherever a section borders upona river there 
ure lots; five, ten, fifteen, and twenty acres in a 
lot. ‘hey ought to be open to this settlement. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest that these words can be added by com- 
mou consent, unless a motion to reconsider is 
made, 
Mr. GREEN. I move a reconsideration in 
cower to put in these words. They can do no 
arm, 


Mr. PUGH. That ean be done by unanimous 
consent. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless it is | 
Gbjected to, that will be considered as the sense 
ane Senate, and the Secretary will make the 
addition, 


Mr HARLAN. I suggest the phraseology, | 
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‘The question can be taken on con- || 


[ ask to except, also, that | 


Let them be read over |! 


I think the last amendment con- | 


This leaves it for a quarter sec- 


If the Senator will look at the | 
In the first part of the bill, the | 


division. Now, | 


I think that proposition was | 
adopted some days ago, on my own motion, It | 


undred and sixty acres of || 





| tnan one hundred and sixty acres. “ 
| Mr. BROWN. Very well; let that be the 
|| language. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 


will read the clause as he has prepared it. 
|| The Secretary read it. In section one, line fif- 


one quarter section.” 
|| Mr.GREEN. That is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
uow before the Senate is on concurring in the sec- 
ond amendment, in section one, line thirty-one, 
after the word ** they,’’ to insert the words ** that 


that the clause will read: 


death, his child or children, or, in case of a widow making 


prove by two ercdible witnesses that he, she, or they, that 
| ix to say, some member of the same family, bas or have 
‘erected a dwelling-house, &c. 


| . 
The amendment was concurred in. 
| 

! 


The next amendment was in section six, line 
| two, te strike out the words ** make more than one 


uarter section, or fractional quarter section, afd 


, || that in acompact body; but entries may be made 


at different times;’’ so that the section will read: 


That no individual shall be permitted to enter more than 
| one quarter section, or fractional quarter section, and that 
| in a compact body; but entries made be made at different 
times uuder the provisions of this act. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
|| The next amendment was at the end of section 
seven to insert: 


Provided further, That any claimant under the preémp- 
tion laws may take less than one hundred and-sixty acres 
| by legal subdivisions. 


| The amendment was concurred in. 


| 
| 
' 
' 
|| The next amendment was in section ten, line 
|| five, after the word “ have,”’ to insert the word 
‘**been’’ before the word ‘* graduated.”’ 





The amendment was concurred in. 


The next amendment was in section eleven, line 

|| seven, after the word ‘ location,”’ to insert * or 

any entry under this act;’’ so that it will read: 
Provided, These cessions shall in no way invalidate any 


| inceptive preémption right or location, or any entry under 
this act, &e. 





The amendment was concurred in. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Wecome now 


1 to the reserved amendments. 


|| tion ope, line nine, after the word ‘‘ entry ”’ to 
'| insert the words ** or preémption.”’ 

Mr. PUGH. lLask for the yeas and nays on 
| that amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to say three or four words 
in explanation of the operation of the amendment, 
to refresh the recollection of Senators. Preémp- 
|| tioners, under the present law, have been indulged, 
|| many of them, to an extraordinary degree. The 

|| have not been compelled to pay until the Presi- 
‘| dent orders the land to be sold, and, therefore, 
'| whenever the President has been induced to with- 
draw his proclamation, they have had an indefi- 
| nite credit. This bill, in the seventh section, gives 
| two years in addition, from the passage of the 
act. Now, if the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota remains, they will avail themselves of 
the two years, and at the expiration of that time 
will then make new entries under the first section 
of the biil, and take five years more, and finally pay 
one fifth of the purchase-money; so that you give 
them seven years’ credit, and compound with them 
at oe per cent. on the amount they expected 
to pay. It seems to me to divert this from a home- 
stead bill into a mere bill to forgive debts. By 
that, it seems to me, the whole bill is destroyed, 
merely to accommodate a class of persons who 
have already been indulged a great deal, and 
whom the bill itself proposes to indulge further. 
I think it isa most unjust amendment, and cal- 
culated to destroy the bill. 

Mr. RICE. The question, I believe, is on the 
amendment my colleague and myself agreed upon. 
I am ready to admit to the Senate now that the 
amendment, as adopted in committee yesterday, 
is not exactly what my coll e or myself in- 
tended. It was hastily drawn. The object we had 








|| teen, after the words ‘* quarter section,”’’ to insert | 
the words ‘‘or other subdivision not exceeding | 


is to say, some member of the same family;”’ so | 


such entry, herchild or children, in case of her death, shall | 


entry,’’? and to insert ‘to enter more than one | 


And if, at the expiration of such time, the person making | 
such entry, or, if he be dead, his widow, or, in case of her | 


The first is in sec- | 


| 


GLOBE. 








| and bridged the streams and mede the roads— 
| an equalit 
| that is all, 
| that is not right? 











May 10, 


, the present settlers— 
the men who went into the western country first 
ee 


Upon 
reatter; 
ay tl 
> You draw an invidious dis. 
tinction. You will not grant to the men who get- 
tled first in the Northwest the same rights that you 
ropose to give to those who may be imported 
nereafter from abroad. Dolso understand you, 
sir? 

Mr. PUGH. I certainly must draw a line at 
some place. I cannot go back to the first settlers 
of the Northwest. Therefore, I propose to make 
the act prospective—to give to nobody, but to 
apply to the future. 

Jr. RICE. You prefer to give to those who 
may come hereafter, with feather bed8, an advant- 
age over those who went into the country desti- 
tute of means; those who went into the counitr 
when it was a wilferness, and who endured al 





with those that may come he 
Will the Senator from Ohio 


| the hardships and all the sufferings incident to a 
| pioneerlife. You willignore that class, and give to 
| those that come now, who can come by means of 
| railroads, with all the luxuries and all the com- 


forts of life. Will you make that distinction? | 
know you cannot, in your hearts. There certain] 
isa mistake and misunderstanding between us. t 


| the first settler in a new Territory is not entitled 


to protection, is the man who may come after en- 
titled to it?) Can we not understand one another 
on this point? , 
I simply ask you to protect the pioneers. I am 
not speaking now for those that may come to take 
advantage of the experience of those that went 
before. 1am speaking for those that went first, 
and risked their life, fortune, health, everything. 
Will my friend from Ohio dissent from this? [| 
admit that the amendment that we offered yester- 
day went beyond this. LI wish to modify it so as 
merely to protect the first pioneers of the West. 
Now, in connection with that, I want to say to 
my friend from Oregon, [Mr. Lane,] whose heart 
is always right, but whose head, I think, was 
wrong yesterday, that in my State we have hun- 
dreds of men, a great many with whom I have 
conversed personaily, who followed his triumph- 
ant flag through Mexico, and I am asking for 
rotection for that class. Did I say protection? 
am wrong. Sir, I do not believe in protection. 


| Task for equal rights for them; that is all. 


I do not propose to extend this provision to the 
Territories, because the people of the Territories 
have no taxes to pay for their government, but I 
want to apply it to the States. Ido not ask to carry 
it upon unsurveyed lands, because I perceive 
that objections could be made to that. I merely 
seek to protect those who went upon surveyed 
lands prior to the Ist day of January, 1860, and 
made their settlements in good faith. The only 
object I design to accomplish is that those who 
went first, and endured all, and made the West 
valuable, shall be put on the same footing that 
you propose to put the pauper of a foreign coun- 
try upon; that is all. If the Senator from Ohio 
understands me, my confidence in him is such 
that I believe he will agree with me. If he does 
not understand me, it is my misfortune. I ask 
no privileges to those who went into that coun- 
try, to the pioneers,over those that may come 
hereafter. 

Mr. POLK. With the consent of the Senator 
from Minnesota, I should like to say a word to 
him. I voted for his amendment when the Sen- 
ate was in Committee of the Whole on the bill, 
and I am disposed to extend to the class of set- 
tlers to which the Senator from Minnesota has 
referred, the benefits of this act; but it strikes me 
that probably the amendment, as it stands, may 
have a widgr effect than that; and I have thought 
of suggesting to the Senator whether an amend- 
ment in the language I will now read, will not 
meet the case; and if so, I would prefer to vote 
for the amendment in this shape: after the word 
** States ’’ in the fourth line, add ‘‘ and every per- 
son who, at the passage of this act, shall be 
entitled to a preémption under existing law. 
Then the section would read: 

That any person who is the head of a family and a 
citizen of the United States, and every person who, at the 
passage of this act, shall be entitled to a preémption under 


existing law, shall be entitled to enter one quarter sec- 
tion, &e. 


Mr. RICE. My friend from Missouri agrees 
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with me in regard to my amendment, going be- 
-ond what I had intended; and [ have drawn an- 
other which I should like to submit to the Senate 
as a substitute for the first. It is in line nine, in 


section one, after the words ‘subject to private | 


entry,’ to insert: 


Or upon lands within the States which were surveyed 

rior to the Ist day of January, 1860, and were subject to 
preemption, not including, however, any sections of land 
reserved to the United States, alternate to other sections 
granted to any of the States for the construction of any 
railroad or other public grant; nor to include any other res- 
ervation bythe Government or laws of the United States 
for any purpose Whatever; nor to include the mineral lands 
of the United States. 





| 


The adoption of this carries out my views fully. | 
I make the distinction between the States and the | 


Territories for the simple reason that in the States 
the lands have been longer surveyed than in the 
Territories; and in the States the people have to 
support their own government, while in the Ter- 
ritories the roads are made at the expense of the 
General Government; and their Legislature, their 
judiciary, and their other officers, are all paid by 
the General Government, thus relieving the people 
from taxes. That is the reason why I make the 
distinction. I exclude all lands that were not 
suryyyed prior to the Ist of January, 1860, and 
all lands that have been reserved to the United 
States at $2 50 per acre in consequence of railroad 
grants. I do that for the simple reason that when 
Senators from the new States asked for railroad 


pam they all stated that $2 50 an acre should | 


e paid for the alternate sections. I consider that 
abond which we must not break. We should 
give to the old States the benefit of that stipula- 
tion. 

If lam wrong, I ask my friend from Ohio to 
point out wherein I am wrong, and to show 


wherein the bill before the Senate, reported from | 


his committee, is right. 
Mr. PUGH. 

ment. Then I shall speak to the other. 
Mr. RICE. We want the reasons. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I move to add after the words | 
“within the States’? the words ‘‘or Territories.’’ | 


Mr. RICE. 
fered yet. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the amendment is not 
offered, I give notice that I shall move to amend 
it in this respect when it is offered. I do not see 
the force of the argument that there should be a 
distinction between the settlers in a State and in 


My proposition has not been of- 


a Territory in respect to the terms and conditions | 


upon which they may acquire their lands; but, if 
there is to be a distinction, it ought to be rather 
in favor of the people of a Territory than those 
of a State. The Senator from Minnesota urges 


as a reason for this discrimination against the | 


erritories, that the people of the Territories are 
released from taxation, and those of the States are 
subjected to taxation, and pay theirown expenses. 
This distinction is more theoretical than practical. 
I think the heaviest taxation in America is in the 
Territories of the United States, and for this sim- 
ple reason: the first settlers are sparse; they are 
scattered over a large extent of country. The 
have, in the first place, to tax themselves for their 
roads; for their bridges; for their court-houses; 
for their school-houses; for all their public build- 
ings; and they have to be constructed at once. 
The rate of taxation is necessarily heavier on 
them than it is on the people in an old commu- 
nity; the number of persons to bear that taxation 
is smaller, and hence the ratio of each individual 
is much larger. 

Mr. MASON. Allow me toask the Senator a 
question. I may be misinformed, but my impres- 
Sion is, that the Federal Government bears all the 
expense of the public buildings in the Territories, 
including their court-houses and the buildings in 
which the Legislatures assemble. 
_ Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Virginia 
is unfortunately under a very great mistake. This 

overnment has usually made an appropriation 
of twenty or thirty thousand dollars, and in some 
instances gone to an abuse in the amount, for 
the capitol of the Territory—the building in which 


Let us dispose of this amend- | 








| 
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the Legislature meets. By the energy and per- | 
severance of the Senator from Minnesota, when 
he was a Delegate, he got through an appropria- | 
tion for a penitentiary for the Territory of Min- 
nesota; but Congress has never appropriated a 
dollar for a court-house in any one of the Terri- 
tories of the United States. 

Mr. RICE. The Senator is right, with one 
exception. He gives me credit to which I am not 
entitled. I approved of the measure to which he 
refers; but I merely wish to say that it was my | 


| predecessor, Mr. Sibley, who obtained that ap- 


propriation. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It only shows that I was | 
willing to do justice to the Senator from Minne- | 
sota. I thought it was he, for I am bound to say 
that no man was ever more energetic, or more 
successful in securing appropriations for his peo- | 

le than he was for Minnesota when it was a | 
Territory, and he was its Delegate. I am bound | 
to say, furthermore, that I do not think any man | 
ever lived who felt the grievances of the people 
of a Territory as he felt them while Minnesota 
remained in that condition, and I have no doubt 
he still feels for the settlers in the State of Minne- | 
sota, which was so recently a Territory. But, 
sir, I do not think those settlers are better men 
in Minnesota, since it became a State, than they | 
were when it was a Territory. Ido not think | 
the fact that they have been received into the 
Union has changed their character or their merits, | 
or ought to change the policy of this Government | 
in respect to the terms and conditions upen which | 
they are to purchase or become the owners of the 
public lands. 

The suggestion has been made here, as a reason 
for this discrimination against the settlers in the 
Territories, that Congress bears the expense of 
their roads. Sir, this 1s a very great delusion. It 
is true that Congress has once in'a while made 
appropriations for roads in the Territories, but 
they have been military roads. Once in a while 
one has gone under another than the War Depart- | 
ment; but the rule has been to construct only mil- 
itary roads by this Government. I have always 
been under the necessity, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, when I defended a road ap- 
propriation, of saying that it was for military pur- 
yoses; that it ran to Fort Bidgely, or ran from 
Fort Leavenworth, or that it connected with Fort | 


Kearny, or that it connected the settlements with || 
some of the military posts, and that it was neces- || 


sary for military purposes. It is on that ground 
that there has been once in a while an appropri- 
ation for a military road in the Territories, and | 
onceina while, by an oversight, ithasgonethrough | 
without the word * military’’ being in; but those 
roads do not amount to one in a thousand of the 


roads in any one Territory of the United States. 4) 


These are mere exceptional cases. The county 
roads; the neighborhood roads; the making of fer- 
ries; the erection of bridges; all of these expenses 
are borne by the county treasury. 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘How isit with post roads? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Those thatare used for post 
roads are made by taxes imposed on the people 
of the Territories by their own action; and when 
you find that there is a county organization with 
only two hundred voters in it, that county may 
be fifty miles in diameter. Those settlers may be 
scattered all over it, and it may be ten miles from 
one house to another; but it isJust as necessary 
for them to have bridges across the creeks, or | 
roads through the settlements, asif the county 
was densely populated. ‘They are under the ne- 
cessity of making the roads. The two hundred 
voters make the roads that are necessary for the 
ten thousand voters when they become a State. | 
This taxation is borne by the first settlers. They 
need the roads the first year as well as afterwards, 
and *hence there is no people in the world so se- | 
verely taxed, who expend so much time and so 
large a proportion of their money for these im- | 
provements, as the original setthrs in the Terri- | 
tories of the United States. | 

Then, sir, I cannot acknowledge the justice of | 
a discrimination between the people of the States | 
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and Territories in this land bill, or homestead 
bill, if that is the name by which it should be 
called. Let us recognize the rights of citizens of 
the United States as equal, whether in States or 
in Territories. If, however, there is to be any 
bounty or favor shown, it should be to the citi- 
zens of the Territories, instead of the States, for 
the reason that they are less able, from their scat- 
tered position and the scarcity of their numbers, 
to make the improvements that are necessary. I 
trust, therefore, that we shall add, after the words 
** within the States,’”’ the words * or ‘Territories,’’ 
or else strike out the words ** within the States,”” 
and let it apply to them alike. 

Mr. RICE. I am willing. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope the Senator will so 
modify his proposition. 

Mr. RICE. A word, to put myself right. I 
drew this modification of my ameydment, sup- 
posing that it would meet with hetavor of the 
Senator from Ohio (Mr. Puen] and some other 
Senators. I did it for the reason that the bill now 
before the Senate, if it should pass in its present 
shape, would not be a benefit to the State of Min- 
nesota. My first duty upon all questions, except- 
ing those that are of a constitutional nature, is to 
my State. I admit that I drew the amendment, 
| with a view of protecting the citizens of my State. 

I also say that I would prefer to have incorporated 
| into it the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Illinois. I can say, truthfully and feelingly, that 
I approve of every word that i has said in regard 
to it; but, as 1 said before, aside from all consti- 
tutional obligations, I must first give my voice 
| and my vote for the protection of the people who 
/ sent me here. I, however, accept cheerfully the 
modification suggested by the Senator from IIli- 
nois; and now if the Senate will, b¥ consent, ac- 
cept the proposition which I have this morning 
submitted, in lieu of the amendment that I offered 


|| yesterday, with the modification of the Senator 
|| from Illinois, which meets my most cordial ap- 


proval, I propose to present it in that form. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to assure the Senator 
| from Minnesota that I will go to any extent that 
I understand him to desire—certainly to any just 
extent—to protect the settlers in Minnesota. [ 
think the terms of this bill ought to extend to and 
embrace all those settlers to who he has referred 
| in Minnesota; and thie exeepaion Mat he has made 
in his amendment, as to the alternate railroad sec- 
tions and other reservations, shows clearly that 
he only wants to protect the settler at the same 
time that he observes good faith towards Con- 
gress with respect tothe railroad grants. I think 
| his amendment is important, as excluding any 
| erroneous conclusion upon that point; and as he 
has accepted the amendment that I suggested, so 
that it applies to the Territories as well as to the 
States, f think we shall be able now to avoid the 
chicf objections that have arisen to this portion of 
the bill. 

Mr. PUGH. Let us dispose of the commit- 
tee’s report. Let that be rejected, and then let 
the Senator from Minnesota offer his other amend- 
ment, and I will endeavor to answer his sugges- 
tions. 

Mr. RICE. I offer it. 

Mr. PUGH. I consider that as bad as the 
other. Let us vote upon the committee’s amend- 
ment first. 

Mr. CLAY. I rise to a question of order. I 
wish to know whether it is in the power of the 
Senator from Minnesota to accept the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois. I presume it is not. 
This amendment has already been voted in by 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole; and 
the question is on concurring init. Now, surely, 
| the ‘Benator who originally offered it cannot ac- 
cept.an amendment that is suggested by another 
Senator. That is for the consideration of the 
| Senate. 


‘| The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 


The amendment made in Committee of the Whole, 
‘and which is now before the Senate, may be 
/ amended on motion. 

| Mr. CLAY. So it may; but an amendment 
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offered by another member cannot be accepted by 
the Senator who offered the original amendmént. 

Mr. RICE. 
amistake. I have offered a separate amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. This is a new amendment 
which has not been voted upon, and therefore the 
modification can be acce ted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I do not like 
the way this is going on, because I see very clearly 
that it is producing complication. By pahoninwio 
the regular coursé of business, we shall bring about 
a distinct understanding, and the Senate can get 
atitin no other way. After the whole Senate 
have put upon the bill an amendment, the whole 
Senate must become parties to any change in that 
amendment, and that by a vote of the body. For 
one, I shall object to this, on account of de fact 


that itdoes bring abouta complication which once | 


drove the whole subject out of the Senate back to 


the committee, to be brought here in a simplified | 
condition. The amendmentthat was put on the bill | 


yesterday is now acknowledged, by pe cmap 
authors, to be incomplete, imperfect, and in need 
of some further and more distinct declaration on 


its part to do what was really desired by them, | 


and to do nothing more. That is the condition of 
it. Now a—_ vote be taken upon it; and when 
they themselves feel that it is wrong, let it be 
voted down, and let them then present the amend- 
ment which they want to present. 

i will say, in regard to the improved proposition 
which has been submitted to-day by the Senator 
from Minnesota, which he thinks himself is more | 
just and better adapted to this bill and to the cir- | 
eumstances of his own people, it is a decided 
improvement upon the amendment which was 
adopted at his suggestion yesterday. There is | 
no Soubt of that; but still I cannot but regard it 
as justly subject to serious criticism, which ought | 
to defeat its adoption. We cannot, however, go | 
into a debate upon two or three different propo- 
sitions at the same time. If we act intelligently, | 
we must take these propositions one ata time. I | 
do not wish to present an argument against the 


to be correct by the movers of it. Let us take 

the vote upon that, with the understanding that | 
there is to be no effort to enforce it upon us with- | 
out a hearing, and then we can take the proposi- | 
tion of the Senator from Minnesota and give the | 
reasons Which exist why it should or should not | 
be adopted. | 

Mr. RICE. I merely wish to ask the Senator | 
from Arkansas, the chairman of the Committee | 
on Public Lands of the Senate, to allow me to | 
substitute this, by common consent, for the 
amendment tha@was adopted yesterday, and then 
let the question come up on this amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. We had better vote in regular 
order. Let us vote in regular order on the com- 
mittee’s amendments and finish them, and then 
let the Senator from Minnesota offer his. 

Mr. RICE. I admit that is the regular order; 
but what I propose has been done almost every 
day since I have been in the Senate. Whena 
particular proposition is admitted by the minority 
to be more acceptable than one already pending, | 
they, by common consent, agree to substitute it | 
for the other, and let the discussion go on on that. | 
1 am not wrong in that, surely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- | 
ment made in committee must be acted on in the | 
Senate, and a new proposition cannot be received 
as a substitute for it except by unanimous con- 
sent. ‘The question will be taken on the amend- 
ment of the committee, unless some Senator 
wishes to be heard further upon it. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which is 
in section one, line nine, after the word “entry,” 
to insert the words ** or preémption.”’ 

Mr. CLAY. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
already been ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. As the Senator from Minnesota 
abandons this amendment, I will withdraw the 
demand for the yeas and nays, I presume it is 
to be voted down. 

Mr. RICE. I am informed that it would be in 


; ee 
original amegdment when it is acknowledged not || 
| 


accordance with the rules of the Senate to move 


this as an amendment to the amendment which I 
offered yesterday in committee. 
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The Senator from Alabama makes || ment. 


|| this amendment; 


| five cents an acre. 


i! State of Minnesota. 


They have || 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- |! 


derstood the Senator to say that he would with- || for any other Territory, More money was ap- | 
draw it, and let the question be taken on the || propriated for Minnesota than was appropriated | 





améndment of the committee. It would be in | during her territorial existence for eve 
| Territory belonging to the Union. 


order to move it as an amendment to the amend- 
Does the Senator make that motion ? 


| 


|| satisfied it isJess objectionable than the other. 


|| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary | 
|| will read the proposed amendment to the amend- 
] 


ment, 
The Secretary read it—to strike out the words 


‘‘or preémption,’’ in the ninth line of the first 
| section, and to insert: 


subject to preémption, not including, however, any sections 


of land reserved to the United States, alternate to other | 


sections granted to any of the States for the construction 


of any railroad or other public improvement; nor to in- | 


clude any other reservations by the Government or the laws 


of the United States for any purpose; nor to include the | 


mineral lands of the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. CLAY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
| ‘The yeas and nays were ss 
} Mr. LANE. Ido not know that I understand, 
in the present —— of the bill, the exact effect of 
) 


itis to make the provisions of this bill applicable 
to any surveyed lands, whether they have been 
offered at public sale or not. 
Mr. PUGH. 
Mr. LANE. 


The bill, as it was reported by 


the Committee on Public Lands, extended the | 


privilege of obtaining a home to a settler on any 
public lands that were subject to sale at private 
entry, whether in a State or Territory. It did 


not discriminate between a State anda Territory; | 


but it was based upon the understanding, that the 
public lands must be brought into market before 
they should be subject to entry, at the reduced 
price of twenty-five cents an acre, as provided b 
this bill. Now, this amendment, if lea, 
breaks us the whole arrangement of the provis- 
ions of the bill, as matured by the committee 
after great deliberation. The bill itself is an in- 
| novation, and a very important one, upon the 
present land system; but it is such a one as, In 
my judgment, will work well to the country; and 
it will not very materially effect the Treasury or 
_the resources of the country to place it in the 
power of such persons as desire to do so to ob- 
tain a home, moder the provisions of the bill, bya 
five years’ residence, and then by paying twenty- 
Not content with these op- 
portunities, with this great privilege conferred by 
the provisions of this bill upon everybody, of 
taking a homestead from such lands as have been 


offered at private entry, occupying it for five | 


years, and then paying twenty-five cents an acre, 
it is now proposed to embrace all eee lands, 
not only in the State of Minnesota, 

other States and Territories. 
Minnesota thinks my judgment was in error, 
though he has done me the favor to say that he 


knows my heart is always right; and I think that | 


is so; but, under this amendment, he would ex- 
tend the privilege asked for the settlers of Min- 


*nesota to all other public lands that have been 


surveyed. Now, I think this a bad provision; 
but, if it be adopted for the benefit of the people 


|| of a State, then I go with the Senator from Illi- 


nois, and say the people of the Territories ought 
to have the same privilege. 
Mr. RICE. Sodol, 
| Mr. LANE. But this was urged first for the 
J am sure my attachment 
| for that State is as strong as for Oregon. I dis- 
criminate not atallin my attachment between sec- 
tions of this country. It is my country, every 
inch of it; and Lavould be as just to Minnesota 
as I would to Oregon. I would ask nothing for 
Oregon that I would not extend to Minnesota, or 
any other State in this Union. The people of 
| Minnesota have been fortunate.- I do not think 
they have much right to complain. They have 
had railroad grants. They have had all the facili- 


|| ties that they could have expected, and more than 


any other new State ever had from-this Gevern- 
ment, The Senator from Illinois said truly ghat 
the Senator from Minnesota, when he wasa Dele- 
gate in the other House, and his predecessor in 


nesota, while a Territory, than ever has been done 





|| Mr. RICE. I do, if it is inorder, because I am | 


Or upon lands in the States and Territories which were | 
surveyed prior to the Ist day of January, 1860, and were | 


| become a law. 


ut if Ido understand it aright, | 


|, that is in the market, you defeat the bill. 


Yes, sir; that is the effect of it. |! 


ut in all | 
My friend from | 





that position, hag been able to do more for Min- | 
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She seems to 
have been a pet. She had favors more than Others 


at the expense of the whole country, out of the 
common Treasury, that was a tax bearing equally 
on the northern and southern portion of this cou. 
try; and now they would break up and defeat a 
beautiful system; they would break up and de. 
feat the bringing into operation a law that has for 
its purpose a great object; that has for its pur. 
v0se the placing it in the power of every » 
iowever poor he may be, to obtain a home, be. 
cause they cannot get all they want! Sir, ] desire 
to do something for that class whom this bil! wij) 
benefit. No man in the Senate has a warmer fvo|. 
ing for, or a stronger desire to benefit the poor 
man than I have. He who earns his living py 
the sweat of his brow has a warm place in my 
affections always; and for him I propose to legis. 
late; and I propose to do it upon a system that cay 
I wantalaw. I want this pj 
Iam a friend of the measure. 


an, 


to pass. It isa 


_ beautiful one as it came from the Committee op 


Public Lands; but if you break it up in this par- 
ticular, if you extend its provisions as well to land 
that has not been brought into market as to land 
It will 
never become a law; and, in my opinion, never 
ought to become a law. Then why will gentle 
men who pretend to be the friends of the poor 
man, who say they would like to place it in his 
power to obtain a homestead, a permanent home, 
and that at the cheap price of twenty-five cents 
an acre, insist on a provisicn that will defeat this 
bill, if they get it incorporated into it? At Masi, 


| In my judgment, that will be the effect of it. 


_ Task this, Mr. President, in behaif of that por- 
tion of the people that I am endeavoring to pro- 
vide for, together with the originator of this bill, 


| the honorable Senator from Tennessee, { Mr. J ony- 


son,}] who has worked at it for ten years. |r is 
his measure, although my friend from Ohio [Mr. 


Wane] would rob him of the credit of it, and 


claim that it was the measure of the other side of 
the House. He said that he had been standing 
here, session after session, urging the homesteat 
asa measure brought up by that side, and he took 
the credit of it. Sir, the credit of it belongs to the 
honorable Senator from Tennessee, and not to 
them. He has worked earnestly, in good faith, 
for that class of people in whose hands we desire 
to place land at a cheap rate. He is entitied to 
the credit of it; and I, in as good faith as he or 
any other man, am laboring to get a law based 
upon correct principles—one that can become a 
statute—that will place it in the power of every 
man to get his home at twenty-five cents an acre. 
These gentlemen will defeat the bill, in my opin- 
ion, if they insist on this amendment—defeat the 
great object that the mover of the bill had, and 
the friends of the measure have—which is to place 
it in the power of all to go upon the public Jands 
that have been brought into market, that have 
been offered for sale at public auction, that can be 


| entered at private entry, and there take their home 
| and live upon it, and pay for their one hundred 


and sixty acres at twenty-five cents an acre. | 


| hope earnestly, for the sake of the important pro- 


visions of this bill, that the amendment will be 
voted down. 


Mr. FITCH. 


I desire to make an announce- 


| ment, in connection with this bill. I am under 


the necessity of leaving the city for a few days, 


| and desire to vote on the bill. It has been or may 


become so changed by the pending amendments, 
and those to be offered, that I have found some 


| difficulty in pairing off; but I have finally secured 


the Senator from Texas, [Mr. Wiera.t,} who 
is so opposed to the bill in all its phases, that I 
feel that a pair-off with him is perfectly safe. 
Mr. RICE. I wish now simply to say to the 
Senate that the explanation made by the Senator 
from Oregon has satisfied me of one thing, most 
conclusively; and in stating it, I do not wish to 
take from the Senator from Tennessee the credit 
of being the father of the measure; but if he and 
the Senator from Oregon are acting together, !f 
they are united in their opinions, I am forced to 
come to the conclusion that they prefer to give 
protection to the men that may be imported into 
this country hereafter, rather than to our ow 
citizens that have gone to the frontier and endured 
the hardships of a frontier life. That is the on! y 


conclusion that I can come to. The reading of 
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the bill and the .“}, of the amendments will 
bear me out in it. All f ask is to put the settlers, 
who have gone into the West, of our own blood, 
of our own nation, on an equal footing with those 
that may be brought in. hey seek to exclude 
them from the benefit of the bill, and to give it to 
those that may come hereafter, ' 

Mr. LANE. That is no intention of mine, at 
. RICE. I then most strangely misunder- 
stood the Senator from Oregon, and I think the 
record will bear me out. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to suggest another 
amendment to the amendment offered by the Sen- || 
ator from Minnesota, which I hope he will ac- | 


cept. It is to strike out the words ** which were 

surveyed prior to the Ist of January, 1860,’ and 

insert “which are or may be subject to preémp- 
3 

uon. 


Mr. PUGH. I will say to the Senator from | 
Iilinois, that this is all cireumlocution. What the | 


<-nator from Minnesota really wants, is to strike 


four or five words out of the bill; to strike out the || 


words ‘tand become subject to private entry.”’ 
if he takes these words out, he gets his object. 


That is the whole issue. Will the Senate keep that 


yrovision in the bill, or strike it out? 


Mr. DOUGLAS. What I wish is, that all | 
lands subject to preémption shall be subject to || 


this bill. 


Mr. WADE. That is right; let us have it so. | 
Mr. DOUGLAS. There are further provisions | 


in the Senator’s amendment which I like, except- 


ing fYom the operations of this bill the alternate | 


sections reserved in the railroad grants. 


Mr. PUGH. They are not subject to preémp- | 


tion, except in a few exgeptional cases. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Bulit is to make it clear as 
to all those excepted cases that J think these ex- 
clusions ought to be stated in the bill. It ought 
to be clear that it does not apply to mineral lands. 
It ought to be clear that it does not apply to lands 
reserved for any special purpose. It ought to be 
clear that it only applies to those lands which are 
open to ctaiaial qationaue. I think these parts 
of the amendment now offered by the Senator 
from Minnesota have great merit in them, and 
ought to be adopted. If he will consent to strike 
out the words of which I speak, so as not to re- 
strict it to lands surveyed prior to the Ist of last 
January, and make it applicable to lands which 
are or may be subject to preemption, then the bill 
will be in the shape in which I think it ought to 
be, 

Mr. RICE. I wish to say to the Senator from 
\linois that his views in regard to that point meet 
mine; but I modified the amendment in that re- 
spect, mostly for the purpose of preventing a de- 
feat of the measure, because I want the principle 
established; and I would rather go to a certain 
extent and secure the principle than ask too much 
and defeat the whole measure. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. [cannot conceive how we | 
endaiger the bill and contribute to defeat the | 


measure by making it more acceptable to its 
friends; and inasmuch as the Senator from Min- 
uesota and myself agree that this ought to be the 
bill, and inasmuch as it is very clear that ave have 
a majority to pass the bill in the shape in which 
we think it ought to be, I believe we are adding 
strength to it rather than weakening it by perfect- 
ing it. Teannot perceive how it is possible that 


this amendment tends to defeat the bill when it | 


drives no man against it. Ido not know of a 
man in the body who will vote against it because 


ofthis change, If there should be some, still, I | 
think, it would gain more votes than it would | 
lose. At any rate, there is a decided, ovérwhelm- | 


Ing majority for some homestead bill, and there- 
fore 1do not understand the point of the argument 
that this is calculated to defeat the measure. 

Mr. HARLAN. Would it be in order now to 
offer a substitute for both the original amendment 
of the Committee of the Whole and the proposed 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion 
of the Chair, it would not. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, the real 
{uestion involved in this amendment, as presented 
by the objections urged to it by the Senator from 

regon, is simply this: shall the public lands be 
first offered for sale at public auction by the Gov- 
ernment, and all the valuable lands be bid in by 
speculators, and the beneficiaries of this bill be 
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|| limited to the worthless swamp lands, and to the 
|| knobs and hills that are left and regarded as 
|| utterly worthless by those people who attend the 
land sales? . 
Mr. LANE. The Senator will allow me to say 
| that he is not doing justice to the bill, or to my 
understanding of it, or to the view I took, when 


-—4 


into market they will be bid up by speculators to 
the prejudice of those who settle under the bill, 
On the contrary, Mr. President, the bill provides 
that all persons who have taken preemptions shall 
be protected; that they shall have two years from 
the time the land is brought into market to pay 
for it at $1 25 anacre. The bill is so guarded 
| that no settler who has taken a claim under the 

preemption law can be affected; but he will be 

allowed to remain on it, and to pay for it at the 
|, rate he contracted to pay. We do not propose to 
| violate any contract, to oust or to dispossess any 
man who has taken a preemption claim, and offer 
it fur sale toa speculator; but we give him two 
years to pay for itat $1 25 an acre. Are not all 
those settlers in Minnesota who have taken claims 
protected under the provisions of this bill? It 
would be very unjust to me to say that I would 
bring their homes ito market, and allow the spec- 


improvements. No such thing, sir. We provide 
that these men shall have two years after the bill 
| passes to pay for their lands the price they stip- 
ulated to pagy When they went upon them. 

Mr. WILKINSON. The only advantage which 
the Senator would derive from this bill would be 
|| merely an extension of the time of payment. 
Under the present law, the preémptor who settles 
|| on the Government land prior to the Government 
sales has the right to enter it at $] 25 an acre. 
|| Consequently, the vast benefit that the Senator 
from Oregon talks about dwindles itself down to 
this: that he has time extended to him for pay- 
ment, and nothing more. It is, in reality, no ben- 
efit atall. It does not amount to a fig to the set- 
tlers upon the Government land—I mean the early 
settlers, the men who go there in the first instance, 


pioneer life. The whole of it is a mere glittering 
show—mere clap-trap. If this bill is intended for 
the benefit of the actual settlers on the Govern- 
ment lands, those who go there for the purpose of 


what you pretend that you wish to make it—make 
it what will be of some service to the actual set- 
tler on the Government lands. 

I have all respect for the Committee on Public 
Lands, as much as any other man; but I do not 
know that in my votes here I am to be governed 
by their decisions or by their judgment. I regard 
| it as I regard the judgment of other Senators 
| around me; and I will place as much confidence 
and as much respect in their decision, after hav- 
| ing maturely deliberated any measure, as I will 

in the conclusions of other gentlemen occupying 
seats on this floor. But, str, | have long resided 


| in the West, and know as much as some others | 


_ here in regard to the application of the land laws. 
In my judgment, it amounts to but very little to 
| put the Government lands into market; have all 


| tors, and leave the lands which are worth noth- 
iug to be selected and settled upon under the op- 


the benefits which are now offered by the present 
graduation laws. You are leaving the worthless 


| that are valuable may be bought by one 
who have the money to buy them. 


grate early.into the new States, then he should 
provide for those who go there in the first instance; 
those who, as my colleague said—and very wisely 
and very justly said—endure the toils and the pri- 
vations of pioneer life. 

Mr. President, I regard this amendment as vital 
as thegSenator from Ohio regards it. It is im- 
portant, and, in my judgment, it is all that is 


who have lived under the present land laws, and 
made their settlement early in the new States, 
their verdict will be, that it is all that is worth 
anything in this bill. I would still vote for the 


he says that when the eo lands are brought | 


ulators to purchase them outand rob them of their | 


the men who endure the toil and the hardships of | 


making themselves a home, make it in reality | 


| the valuable lands, all the wood lands, and all the | 
lands bordering upon streams, sold to specula- | 


eration of this bill. Itis but a trifle better than | 


lands to the beneficiaries of this bill, whilst all || 


f the Sen- | 
| ator from Oregon, who represents a new State, | 
wishes to benefit the class of citizens who emi- | 


worth anything in this bill; and it will be found || 
that, when this bill is submitted to the people || 


2035 





bill, for the purpose of establishing the principle; 
I would vote for it out ef respect to the Senator 
from Tennessee, who is, I believe, truly a friend 
of this measure; but T should, at the same time, 
not regard it as of any particular practical benefit. 
It seems to me that any Senator who has resided 
in the western country, who understands prac- 
tically the operation of our present land laws, 
cannot hesitate for one moment to vote for this 
amendment. The bill is not what it purports to be, 
if you strike it out; it is not a benefit to the poor 
man; itis nota homestead bill; it is not of any 
varticular benefit to the people of this country. 
Vhatdo youdo? You goand offer all the lands 
at public auction, and you invite all the people of 
this country—the capitalists, the moneyed men— 
to come in and buy them up at auction at what- 
ever they see fit to bid. They may run land up 
to twenty dollars an acre. You imvite them to 
come and buy every valuable piece of land in the 
country; and then, that which is worth nothing 
you offer to the actual settler; and you call that 
a homestead bill, a great measure for the relief of 
actual setilers on the public land. The Senator 
from Oregon would say to them, * go and drain the 
swamps; go and occupy the knobs and the hills; 
go where there is nothing but fever and ague, 
and take this and cultivate it as you will, and we 
give it to you at twenty-five cents an acre, and it 
is a great benefitto you.’’ If a man in Massa- 
chusetts, or in Georgia, or South Carolina, had 
| urged that argument, | should not have thought 
so strangely of it; but that the Senator from 
Oregon should urge such an argument in the Sen- 
ate of the United States—a man who has lived and 
toiled among the hardy settlers of the new States— 
_is astonishing to one. I can well see the objec-- 
tions which Senators of those States could raise, 
but I do not see why any Senator from a new 
' State should urge wah a proposition in the Sen- 
ate of the United States. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I am ata loss 
_ to see how any Senator who repre ents a new State 
ean assail this bill in the manner 1) which it has 
been assailed by the Senator from \‘innesota, who 
has just taken his seat. Hisassa. .is on the Sen- 
ator from Oregon, who proposes to get some meas- 
ure which shall do good to the people of his own 
country; and the Senator from Minnesota seeks 
| to destroy the bill which that Senator proposes to 
support, and which he feels will secure these ben- 
efits to his people, if it is allowed to pass. He 
opposes it; and for what purpose? For the pur- 
pose of procuring a proposition to do them greater 
good; and to secure that, he endeavors to defeat 
that which will certainly do them much good; and 
with no other object, as [ sincerely believe, than 
| on account of the political effect that it will have. 
What is meant is simply tis, and no more: that 
they may be able to proclaim—when they have so 
fixed this bill that it cannot receive the sanction 
| of Congress, or, if it shall pass Congress, that it 
cannot receive the sanction of the Executive—that 
they did everything for the settlers and the peopie 
of the new States, and that the Democratic party 
refused everything. 

Mr. RICE rose. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Excuse me; I 
am not addressing you, sir, for | know you have 
no such design. The Democratic party, by the 
bill before us, tender those points of good and ben- 
efit which are consistent with the public interest, 
which are consistent with the interests of the 
Treasury, and consistent with the patriotism of 
the people of the new States, who are not so self- 
| ish as they are represented to be. They are not 
| so selfish as to ask everything and take everything 
for themselves from their fellow-citizens of the 
| restdue of the nation. The Democratic party seek 
|| to give that whichis reasonable; but the Senator 
|, from Minnesota [Mr. WiLkinson] will not accept 
{| it, nor will those who act with him, though they 
|, must know that when they change the character 
|| of the bill so as to include all the public lands, 
| surveyed and unsurveyed—the unoffered lands of 


/every description—it must be defeated. They 
| will go back to their constituency, and when they 
are asked, ‘‘ why did you do this?”’ they can give 
no other reason for it, and give a frank one, than 
that they wished to throw a burden upon us. 
They will be asked: ‘* if you could not getall you 
| wanted, why cut us off from that just measure of 
relief which was proposed and which could ha 

been obtained ? hy did you not take a little 


| 
| 
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when you could not get all. There is no other 
answer than that it isea political movement. 

I had thought, when this bill came back from 
the Committee on Publie Lands, that it came back 
to be acted upon ina spirit of frankness and re- 


99 


gard, not only for the public interest, for that of 


the ‘Treasury, and of the people of the United 
States, but for the people of the new States. I 
thought the bill had been brought back here free 
from any effort to be political in its character, or 
to have any political effect, but was frankly a mat- 
ter of legislation to attain the highest good of all, 
and not a political movement in any way. The 
bill will have lost that character the very moment 
this movement is successful. 

The amendment which the Senator from Minne- 


sota[Mr. Rice} introduced yesterday, and which | 


was then adopted, he found, upon a full expla- 
nation and discussion of it, was defective to such 
a degree that he himself this morning proposes to 
limit it to the lands that have not been offered for 
public sale, and which lay within the limits of the 
State. He then agreed to wake that restriction, 
which Tconsidered materially improved the char- 
acter Of his proposition as it was adopted yester- 
day. I did not think so because of any desire to 
discriminate in favor of the people of the Territo- 
ries, for in my opinion the people of the Territo- 
ries have a still higher right to this relief, in point 


of principle, than the people within the limits of 


a State. The Senator from Illinois urged this 


view, and then the Senator from Minnesotaagreed 


to offer an amendment to that provision which | 


was adopted yesterday, on his motion, and the 
amendment he now offers proposes to extend the 
homestead part of this bill to all surveyed and un- 
offered lands, not only in the States, but in the 
Territories also; and that brings seventy million 
acres of unofiered land at once under the provis- 
ions of the homestead part of this bill. ‘The set- 
tlers in some instances have been in possession 
of those lands for ten years, until towns, and 


counties, and States, have grown up, without the | 


occupants having any legal title to the land from 
the Government of the United States. This bill 
allows them two years within which to pay the 
pitiful dollar and a quarter an acre, which the 
pre sentiaws require them to pay. Now, however, 
it 1s proposed by this amendment that the seventy 
million acres now ready to be brought into mar- 
ket shall not come into market, but that they shall 
be pe rmitted to be settled upon without our re- 
ceiving a cent for years. By this provision, any 
one now occupying a portion of thatland can say: 
**] declare my Intention to live on this particular 
eee of land, and I claim to enter under what is 
called the homestead act; I claim to live there five 
vears longer, and then to take it for twe nty-five 
cents anacre.’’ Thatis the effect of it. It is scan- 
dalous, and it must be a reproach in the mouths 
of those who are cut off froin the benefits of this 
bill, and must forever stand as a reproach against 
those who ‘represent those States here, and who 
demand such an excess of Yavor at the hands of 
the national Congress. tts unjust; it is unfaith- 
ful to the public interest; and I beg leave here to 
arrest the turmoil of the litle minutia of the-ques- 
tion. and to look at the whole operation of the 
subject-matter. 

The declamation or declarations of the Senator 
from Minnesota, who last addressed this body, 
{Mr. Witkinson,] certainly have no force with 
me, taking that view of the question, and Ido not 
think can have with any of us. The true point 
which we have to consider is, what can we get? 
Is it wise to refuse to your people that species of 
protection which this bill gives them, and that 


relief which it undoubtedly grants, and refuse to | 


the public Treasury that guarantee which it gives 
thatit will add to the revenue. And shall all this 
be done simply because you cannot procure a 
sacrifice of seventy million acres of Jand now 
surveyed and paid for by the people of the United 
States? ‘The Government has purchased that land, 
surveyed it, incurred expense for it; and now you 
refuse to take those benefits which you can ob- 
tain, because you cannot get us to sacrifice the 
whole seventy million acres, The result of this 
amendment would be to keep that land out of 


market, in defiance of one of the express provis- | 
ions of this bill, which declares that all public | 


lands shall hereafter be brought into market within 
two years after they are surveyed. You sacrifice 
tlf&t provision, and say that five years’ more credit 
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shall be given to those who have settled on lands | 


not surveyed and not offered for sale. Those 
lands would necessarily otherwise bring a dollar 
and a quarts r into your ‘Treasury, and now you 
say that at the lapse of five years they shall bring 
no more than twenty-five cents. That is the ef- 
fectof it. It is a radical alteration of this bill. It 
brings the bill back to the position in which the 
measure came from the House of Representatives, 
where I think they did not take careful pains to 
examine into itand determine what should be such 
a bill as we ought to pass, and forced it through 
without one word of discussion. 

I cannot but believe that if we act wisely we 
must see whether or not this bill is as good as we 
can get, and we certainly ought to halt before we 


destroy the whole measure; and if we do not halt, | 


there must be some search hereafter by those peo- 

ile themselves to see whether those here, who 
iave lauded their devotion to their interests, have 
been the persons who have faithfully discharged 
that duty which they have so ardently assumed. 
Let that be examined into, and I think it will be 
found that they whe most loudly proclaim them- 
selves the friends of those people will have sac- 
rificed them in all the interests that are now capa- 
ble of being secured to them. 


The amendment suggested by the Senator from | 


Illinois [Mr. Doveras] takes a still wider scope. 
It will go back and take hold of an additional 
land empire of one thousand and twenty million 
acres which are unsurveyed, including the whole 
of the vacant public domain west ofthe Missis- 


sippi,and embracing the political subdivisions of 
Minnesota, California, Oregon, Washington, | 
Kansas, and Nebraska, and the Eopeass new | 


Territories of Dacotah, Chippewa, New Mexico, 
Idaho, Arizona, Nevada, and, eventually, the In- 


| dian territory. 


Instead of this land empire being a gradual out- 


let and receptacle for our increasing population, | 


under a law of gradual progress which human 


legislation cannot control, that amendment will || 


stimulate immigration unnaturally, by holding 
out incentives for a rush and scattering of popu- 


| lation over an immense surface, followed by a | 


recoil, and all its disastrous consequences. An 
immigration, forced onunder such circumstances, 
will disarrange the progress of the public sur¢eys, 
which heretofore has always been accommodated 


to the existing actual necessities of settlers, and || 


will likewise, for the same reason, enormously 


increase governmental expenses for the protec- | 
tion of far-off pioneers, if, indeed, the Govern- 


ment, with any reasonable means, can render 
such protection; and the titles to such settlers will 
never be perfected in any one generation. 

It must be obvious that no sales of any consid- 
erable extent of the public lands will be effected, 
when all lands are offered for what really is a 
merely nominal consideration, not more than suffi- 
cient to pay expenses; and they will entirely 
cease to be a source of revenue. 


To make the bill operative with this great ex- | 


tension, the appropriations for public surveys 
must go on at a heavy cost, heavier than hereto- 


fore, and without any reimbursement; making | 
. . | 
the public domain a heavy tax on the Treasury 


to keep up the new system. 

What is the responsibility incurred by the Gov- 
ernment, when, by this policy, down goes the 
value of the railroad grants (twenty-five million 
acres) upon which the States have contracted 
debts; and what assistance will the public lands 
then be-to the construction of the Pacific rail- 
road? 

Then it will do away with all the restraints im- 
posed by existing laws ope settlers, by opening 
the way to land depredations in merely filing 
declarations, doing nothing, selling out, leaving 
the cream of the public lands inthe hands of spec- 
ulators; such results, attainable through the de- 
moralizing instrumentality of fraud and perjury— 
evils impossible to arrest or even check under the 
working of the system. 


I say this now in regard to the amendment sug- | 


gested by the Senator from Illinois. Now, Ltrust 
we may get a vote on the proposition of th@Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, 
Mr, WIGFALL. 
ter now under consideration, there were some 
remarks made by me yesterday; and in reply to 
those remarks, the Senator from Minnesota ae 
Wixkinson] made some observations which 


| sumption, according to the wisdom of those who 
| had organized our Government, was against | 





In reference to the mat- | 


did” 








__ May lo 


not hear at the time; and it has occurred to me 
as they pare just been put into my hands by ; 
friend, that this would be as proper a time as z : 
to reply to them. bi 
The Senator from Minnesota has taken 
sion to revamp, for about the fortieth time, a 
ing remark that I made here one day iy ron! 


iy 


the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Critrey 


’ 


OCCA 


an 


DEN, 


| who rose and said that the nation had two or t} . 


times decided upon a question of internal sa 
provements, and that we ought to yield our opiy. 
ions. I differed from him; and in explaining tha; 
difference, I stated the form of government under 
which we were living, and the balance of power 
between the two different Houses and the Pr; si- 
dent, and attempted to show, in my feeble vay 
that we were bound to subject all legislation that 
was proposed to all these several tests; and tha: 
if it could not pass through the ordeal, the pr ; 


re- 


it, 
During my reply to the Senator from Kentucky, | 
jestingly remarked that, if the opinion of 4), 


| American people was to be taken as conclusiyp 


on aquestion of this sort, ‘* the great expounder,” 
Mr. Webster, would have to be ignored, because 
he and the American people happened to differ on 
every single question that had ever been advocatd 


or discussed or decided Hees from the time that 


| he came into public life down to the day ef his 


death. This was the full scope of what I said, 
But as a jesting remark has been made a serioy 
one, and as it has been discussed time and ava} 
and been misrepresented, and capital has be: 
attempted to be made out of it, I say now, that 
Mr. Webster was not an expounder of the Con- 


’ 





| stitution, and that he did not understand it; but 


1 do not say,as the Sena@or from Minnesota rep- 
resented me as saying, that he was an ignorant 
man. He has chosen to put words into my mouth 
that I never used. 

Mr. WILKINSON. If the Senator will per- 
mit me, I understood the Senator’s remarks to be, 
that Daniel Webster knew less about the Con- 
stitution than any other man that ever lived in 
this country. I suppose he meant any leading 
man. That is what I understood, at the time, his 
remark to be. 

Mr. WIGFALL. You may take it in the widest 
latitude, and broadest margin, and say it again. 
Though I do not believe I said it then, I wil! stand 
itnow. But, to the words which are reported 
now. Ido not know whether the Senator from 
Minnesota, like myself, does not correct the re- 


| ports; and not being a candidate for the Presiden- 


cy, probably he is not particular what is published 
as to his sayingsand doings here. I do not know 
whether he rereads these things, but the way li 
is reported is 

Mr. WILKINSON. [Ifthe Senator will permit 
me one moment, it has just been suggesied to mi 
by a Senator that the words, as uttered by ‘ly 
Senator on the occasion to which I alluded yesic 
day, were that ** ifthere was any subject on which 
Mr. Webster was profoundly ignorant, it was upon 
the subject of the Constitution of the United 
States.”’ 

Mr. WIGFALL. I willadoptand indorse that 
too, flaughter;} and now putitinany other form, 
and I will stand it still, [laughter;] but I say, I did 
not say this, and this is the only thing that I wi! 
eRe read the Senator’s remarks of yester- 

ay: 

Otle who has the wisdom to discover the fact that Dan- 
iel Webster was the most ignorant man in the United States, 
and has the modesty to express it here in the Senate, cer 


tainly ought to be sound on all great questions of coustilu- 
tional law.”’ 


That isthe only thing that the Senator from 
Minnesota can say that I did say, that I will not 
indorse and adopt. I never did say, and never 
will say, that Mr. Webster was ignorant. He 
was a man differing from many who sit on the 
other side of the House. There are many thcre 
who differed from him, and I trust that theirown 
good sense and judgment will excuse me trom 
making the discriminations. There are some meh 
there yet, of patriotism, of ability, and of brains; 
but there are some to whom Daniel Webster wes. 
as Hyperion toaSatyr. They are the debris 0! 
the old Whig party; they have not come up, they 
have notrisen after the fermentation, for they were 
never in the barrel at first; they were never the 
scuff or the scum; they have been thrown 1. 
That is the character of many. 
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There is a respectability about education and | 
brains and patriotism, an Webster had it all. | 
ie loved his country. He was a man of great | 
capacity; he was a man of great patriotism; he | 
4g a man of great heart; he was a man of great 
od: but, like those who formed our Government, 
» differed from others as to the sort of govern- 
vont under which it would be wise for us to live. 
Mr, Webster believed that it was better that we 
should have a national Government; that State 
ji 
abolished. 
as a national Congress, 
ror into Which T, and Democrats generally, think 
he fell: but as to denying his wisdom or educa- 
tion, or calling him ignorant, it is a thing before 
God that I never was guilty of. I had great re- 
spect for his understanding, and great respect for 





v 
h 
hi 
n 


os should be obliterated, and State governments | 
He looked to this Federal Congress | 
That was the great er- | 


his patriotism; but I have said that he did mis- | 


understand the Constitution, and L say it now; 


and 1 say that there is no man within the limits | 


of the thirty-three States who could possibly make 


as many mistakes about it as he always did—and | 


why? 
Mr. WILSON. I would make a suggestion to 


the Senator from Texas to this effect: that he had || 


better correct a phrase he has used, which is cer- 
tainly unjust to the man of whom he is speaking. 
He says that Mr. Webster was in favor of ob- 
literating State lines and aboUshing State govern- 
ments. He is certainly altogether mistaken in 
that, and 1 think he misunderstands Mr. Web- 
ster much more than Mr. Webster ever misun- 
derstood the Constitution. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I wish to say to the Senator 
from Massachusetts that I supposed he understood 
that | spoke in a Pickwickian sense. [Laughter.] 
[ did not suppose that anybody in this grave as- 
semblage of the wisdom of the United States would 
imagine that when history established the fact 
that Mr. Webster had never introduced such a 
proposition, L really and seriously meantany such 
thing as those words would import. I mean that 
practically that would be the result of the con- 
struction, carried to its entire length, which Daniel 
Webster gave to the Constitution and that those 
who coéperated with him at that time gave; and | 
believe there are very few who have cooperated 
with him since, for with him died the Whig party, 
and with it the decency, the conservatism, and the 
patriotism of the opposition to the Democracy. I 
did not mean that Mr. Webster ever serious] 


proposed to obliterate State lines and to abolish |) 


the State governments; but I meant that the whole 
theory of government upon which he predicated 
his action was an obliteration of State lines and an 
abolition of State governments. That was all I 
meant to say, and all that I think any fair man 
would ever suppose that I did say. 

Now, then, as to Mr. Webster, if I had not 
been interrupted I would have said that he wasa 
man who came to conclusions from premises; who 
argued from the premise that ours was a consol- 
idated national Government; that the Government 
vas the judge of its own powers, and had the 
right, at the point of the bayonet, to enforce its 
own decisions as to its powers; and the American 
people having come to a different conclusion, I 
said that Mr. Webster did not understand the 
form of government under which we are living. 
That is all. For instance: Mr. Webster believed 
that a Bank of the United States was constitu- 
tional: we believed differently. He believed that 
a tariff for protection was constitutional; we be- 
lieved differently. He believed that a system of 
internal improvements was sepeliiinel: we be- 
lieved differently. He believed that the Federal 
Gavernment had unlimited control to declare what 
was property and what was not in the District of 
Columbia and in the Territories; we believed dif- 
ferently. Upon all these important questions of 
constitutional law, Mr. Webster believed one way 
and the American people believed the other. Was 
he right or we right? There is the question. 

I believe Mr. Webster was in public life for 
forty years. If a man were practicing law, and 
during a practice of forty years had given various 
Written opinions, and on every single opinion that 
he had given a suit had been brought and the 
Supreme Court had decided against him, would 
you call him “ the great expounder’?’ of the law? 

lardly, I think. Then, as Mr. Webster hap- 
pened to have been wrong on every single ques- 
tion of constitutional law, [ say that he not only 





was not the great expounder of the Constitution, 
but he expounded that which was not the‘Con- 
stitution. So far, so good; afid if the Senator 


from Minnesota wishes to join issue upon the | 


question of the constitutionality of the bank, or 
a tariff for protection, or internal improvements, 


orany other great question that Mr. Webster ever | 
committed himself to, and he seems to be the in- | 





dorser 
Mr. WILKINSON. I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator, with his permission, if the Supreme Court 
of the United States did not sustain Mr. Webster’s 
view of the constitutionality of a national bank? 


Mr. WIGFALL. Well, sir, I believe the Su- | 
preme Court once did, and I think the Supreme 
Court now would not; and I do not happen to | 


hold that the Supreme Court is the great ex- 
pounder of the Constitution, either; and that isa 
doctrine upon which, if it should ever come up 
here practically, | shall express my opinions most 
unqualifiedly. Ll would just as soon be led off 


now as at any other time; but I believe there are 


those who feel an interest in having a vote on this 
bill, and therefore I will not take it up. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I was about to suggest to 
my friend from Texas that, as there is a land bill 
| now pending, we should adjourn these other ques- 
tions to another time. : 

Mr. WIGFALL. Now I have got myself rid 
of the imputation of saying that Daniel Webster 
| was the most ignorant man in the United States, 
as charge 
explained Tally and explicitly what 1 did mean— 
simply that Mr. Webster entertained one set of 


_and that for that reason J did not believe him the 
great expounder of the Constitution; but before 


| will say a word or two more, not to take time. 
| It is on a matter personal to myself. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wish to say 


a word personal to the Senator and to myself. I 


| 
| 
| misapprehended the Senatora few moments since, | 
1 


}and I regret much that I did misapprehend him. 

I know I did not say a single improper word; but 
| if lL was in my manner rude, in the least degree, 
| I regret it. 

Mr. WIGFALL. No; I never misunderstood 
anything from my friend from Arkansas. I could 
not misunderstand him, because I know his per- 
sonal feelings to me and his political status too well 
for that. Whilst I am speaking of a misrepre- 
sentation that has been made on the fleor, there 
are some Other misrepresentations that have not 
been made here, but | willexplain them now. One 
is, that I said a man hada right to gamble off 
whatever he had, in a hell. I charge that upon no 
Senator; but it has been written ail over the coun- 
try. When the Senator from Minnesota asked 


y the Senator from Minnesota, and | 


views which were not regarded as constitutional, | 


take my seat, as it happens to occur to me, | | 


| me if the people of Texas had not distributed their | 


| public lands somewhat after the manner of this 


| miscalled homestead bill, [ stated in reply that the | 


people of ‘Texas owned their lands, and had the 
right to do with their own as they saw fit; that I 
or any other individual had a right to give away 


it in er I had a right to give it for publishing 
the Bible; | had a right to give it for encouraging 
missionary societies; or | had aright to gotoa 
heli and gamble it off; and why not? Who could 
prevent me? You could not get out any legal pro- 
cess to prevent such a proceeding as that. ee 
do it; the morality was a different matter. “The 
idea was, that whilst each State had a right to 
take money from its public treasury and dispense 
it as it saw fit, this Federal Government, being the 
agentof the States, and the States themselves own- 
ing the public lands, had no right to deal with that 
which was not ours except as trustee, as the cestui 
ue trust had a right to deal with it. That is what 
Flt. and it has been most foully and falsely 
misrepresented. It is suggested that I may again 
be misrepresented. I supposed that every man 
about Washington would know what ‘a hell ”’ 
was—a gambling house;and yet there is a Senator 
who thinks | am still liable to be misapprehended. 
There is another matter. It has been stated that 

| 
| was a criminal. What I sajd was, that every pau- 
pers every man who did not support himself—and 


| brow as he had upon that of Cain, and without 


| . . 

| my own property; that I had a right to dispense | 
| 

| 

| 

| 


could not prevent it, and I hada right, legally, to | 


I said that every man who was nota capitalist | 


am not particular about the terms—was a crim- | 
| inal; that God himself had put the brand upon the || 
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protection as he did upon that of Cain, and that 
we have no right to do away with the will of God, 
and protect those whom He has denounced and 
marked, and branded, and turned out to suffer; 
that aman having either brains or bone or muscle, 
who would not work for a living, but would live 
upon charity, deserved to starve. That is what 
I said, and I say itagain: and I said, sir, that this 
so-called homestead bill, in its whole inception, 
was a miserable demagogue move in order to ap- 
peal to men who did not need your protection, or 
weuld not take advantage of it, and that the men 
in this country of bone and muscle and brain and 
character and honesty and morals; the men who 
would goupon the public landsand cultivate them, 
would be willing to pay for them the pittance that 
you require, and that those who would not pay 
five or ten or fifteen or twenty dollars, or who 
would not do it in five or ten or fifteen years, did 
not deserve the public lands, but deserved the 
penitentiary or the pillory; and I say it again. 

1 am not afraid to say these things. I know— 
thank God for it—that there is no populace in this 
country. We havt a people, those who have the 
elective franchise—populus, not populace. The 
men in Rome that were called the populus or 
populi, speaking in the plural, were the men who 
exercised the elective franchisethe men who bore 
the eagles, and the men who, until Rome became 
corrupted, carried those eagles to conquer foreign 
provinces; and when it did become corrupt, whilst 
it was true that they had lost some of their pub- 
lic virtue, they still had not lost nerve, and they 
joined Cesar in crossing the Rubicon. They had 
the nerve to steal, if they had not to beg; and be- 
fore God, | would do one before I would the 
other, though I think neither is proper. 

I really thank the Senator from ‘Tennessee for 
giving me the time he has, for it is to put myself 
right,and Thad no right to expect that from him. 
I said that this bill was to provide for a class of 


| population who did not deserve our charity. In 


the first place, my objection to it is that the Gov- 
ernment has not the right to dispense charity; 
and in the next place, that the class that is in- 
tended to be provided for do not deserve it, 
When I speak of the poor, of paupers, I do not 
mean men who work for a living, and make it; 
because | said explicitly in that speech that every 
man who had either brains, or bone, or muscle, 
had capital. I called that thing capital which 


would get a day’s wages, that which would com- 


mand money; and this bill, and the speeches that 
have been made in reference to it, seemed to be 


| pointed to those who either could not or would 


not make a living; and that class I thought were 
not deserving either of public or private charity, 

Now, sir, having put myself right upon the great 
question of the expounder of the Sedutiantion, 
and the next question of poor men being crim- 
inals, 1 thank the Senate for the patience with 
which they have listened to my explanations, 
and the Senator from Tennessee for the forbear- 
ance which he has exhibited. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I do not rise, 
sir, for the purpose of making a speech; but more 
for the purpose of trying to press action on this 
bill. I think the time has arrived when we should 
vote. It is not my intention to consume the time 
of the Senate in making a speech; but there are 
one or two things that I will say in answer to the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Witkinson] on 
the pending amendment. He seems to think that 


| this bill will do very little good; that it amounts 


to nothing; that it substantially confines the set- 
tlers under it to the knobs and swamps and the 
sterile land. It seems to me that there is a ver 

large proportion of public land entered at $1 25, 
and at less prices, as rich and productive as any 
lands in the world, <A very large proportion of 
the receipts into the Treasury are Sein one dol- 
lar and twenty-five cent, one dollar, seventy-five 
cent, fifty cent, and twenty-five cent lands. Some 
of these lands are valuable, rich, and productive. 
The bill proceeds on the basis of allowing lands 
which are subject to private entry to be taken 
by actual settlers. It makes no discrimination; 


it gives all an equal privilege on the lands subject 

to private entry, to make their entry, comply 

| with the provisions of law, and get their one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land, or less. 

The Senator seems to think that it discriminates 

against the original settler. Sappose this bill does 

| not pass: he stands precisely as he has stood: he 
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has norelief. If the bill passes, it does not make 
his condition any worse. But the query comes 
up, do we not better the settler’s condition by the 
passage of the bill? In the first place, a large por- 
tion of those to whom the Senator alludes have 
been in the enjoyment of the land some five or six 
years. { 
payment, 
tinued from time to time. Many of those persons, 
perhaps, are hard pressed; but what does the bill 
do? t says to those persons who are now occu- 


} > ae 
pants, ** You shall have two years longer to per- |! provement that should be made in this bill, and 


fect your title, and pay your $1 25anacre.”’ It 
seems to me that would be some relief, and do 
some good to the settler who is not now in a con- 
dition to pay his money. 

There is another thing to be considered in con- 
nection with this. These people have been on the 
land for five or six years, and the proposition is 
to give them a credit of two years more They 
have gone in advance of other settlers, and selected 
the pick and cream of the land. The bill says to 
them, ** Now, after you have selected your land, 
the rich sections of the country, you shall have 


two years loner to pay for these good pieces at 
It seems to me that | 


the rate of $1 25 an acre.”’ 
the bill does some good in that point of view, so 
far as those set!!ers are concerned. 


atthe expiratic 
occupant who 


a preemptor, at the end of two years, come under 


the homestead provision, and get one hundred and || before the expiration of the two years allowed to 
So, instead of its operating as a || the preémptor, or the five years to the individual 


sixty acres.’’ 
hardship arainst the settler, itis giving him two 


chances where he only has one, and gives an ex- | 


tension of the time to pay his money. 

It did not seem to me, and I do not say it in 
any unkindness, that the Senator from Minnesota 
was indulging ina little extravagance in his argu- 
ment. 
He has gone on the lend in advance, and selected 
the best and most fertile portions of it. We say 


now to him, ** take two years longer to pay, and | 


be on an equality with all others.”’ 


on an equality. It still gives them another ad- 
vantage. After they have gone on the publiclands, 
and got one hundred and sixty acres of the rich- 
est and fattest land that the country affords, they | 
can pay up their $200, and then go and take an- 


other one hundred and sixty acres, under this || 


bill. Surely Ido not think the Senator undet- 


stood the practical operation of the bill, or he 
would not have made the argument he has on the 
present occasion. The man who entered on land 


the Government a certain amount upon certain 
conditions; a contract was made, and this bill 
was intended not to be retrospective or in favor | 
of any exXisuing contracts, but to leave the laws | 
that were in existence to operate as they were de- 
signed to do; and then, if they were any hardship | 


to those persons who cannot Ts with their || 


‘ia er pee they can come forward and take one 
the bill. If the argument be true that you must 
none for these cases, and that your law must 
© retrospective, what will become of those men 
who have paid in their money? Is the-Senator 
yrepared to go to the Treasury and refund it? 
Fo. have as much right to do it in the one case | 
as the other. If you release these individuals 
from their contract, go and take from the Treas- 
ury and pay back the moncy that has been paid 
in for land. 
\ Thus we see that this bill operates equally on 
all. It really discriminates against none; but if 
there is a discrimination, it is in favor of those 
who are pow occupying the soil as proprietors. 
if | know myself, | will go as far in things of this 
sort as any one; but the great object of the com- 
mittee, and of the honest and sincere supporters 
of this bill, has been to place it in a shape in which 
it would receive the sanction of the various de- 
partments of the Government, and ultimately be 
placed on the statute-book, and become the law of 
the land. By the passage of this bill, is not the 
= principle attained? Will not the great object 
rave been accomplished? Will you not have in- 
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He says that they are hard pressed for | 
The sales of the lands have been con- | 


But even re- | 
duce itto the hardest extremity, and suppose that, || 
if two years, there should be any {| from the respective parties of the country. 
wmnot pay his $200 for one hun- | 
dred and sixty acres: what does this bill say to | 
him? “If you are not able to comply with the || book; let it become a law; and I rept again, as || 
contract that you made with the Government as | time and experience shall suggest the alterations 





|! alterations as may be necessary to be made. 


up the land. 


This bill gives the settler a double chance. | 


|, bringing the lands into market and disposing of 


| ited quantities—by the homestead followed by | 
if you cannot pay your $200 at that time, go and || those concomitant propositions—the great scheme 
It does not || that should be practiced ih this country would be 
discriminate against them at all, but places them } 
| up to the support of the best land system, in my 
| 


| judgment, ever inaugurated since the Government || The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


| commenced? 
Now, sir, let us vote on the various proposi- |! 


\| sition, 
| side of the House and on the other side of the 





| 

i 

1 

| 

under the present law impliedly promised to pay | 
| 

| 


| = " - > . } 
, ator from Minnesota, he having declined to accept | 


| Senator from Minnesota adopted, it would give | 
vundred and sixty acres under the provisions of || 


| benefits of the bill. 


| lands heretofore, and those that are to go on them 


|| it should be in behalf of those who may hereafter | 
| settle. Those who have already gone, went under 
| the existing law. 





troduced a perfect system, and that, too, before 
any hardship can result by the operation of any 


existing law? Itgives Congress and the country | 
time to see how it will operate; and if the pre- | 
emptors who are now upon the public lands re- | 


quire more legislation, there will be time for it. 


You will have another session of this Congress. | 
‘Two years from the passage of the bill will carry 


you to the close of the first session of the incom- 
ing Congress. Then here are two sessions of 
Congress for experience, to suggest every im- 


extend whatever relief should be extended to this 


portion of the settlers on the public lands. It | 


does seem to me that it would better their condi- | 
tion, and carry out, to a very great extent, the | 
very object that the Senator from Minnesota | 
scems to desire. 


r . . | 
Now let me ask every sincere and honest friend || 


of this bill to stand by it; and I believe there are | 
some such. I will say here, that I fear there are 
those who want to see this bill defeated and the 
Democracy responsible for that defeat. They 
clamor at the very top of their voices in favor of 
the hardy pioneer and the occupant settler; but 
yet they would prefer to sce this bill defeated and 
et them be stripped of their homes for the pur- 
pose of party aggrandizement, rather than pass 
this bill and quiet the question and take it away 





are for the policy, if we are sincere in it, let us 
take what we can get; let us put it upon the statute- 


that ought to be made, they can be made, and 


who takes the land under the homestead provis- 
ion of the bill, there will be ample time for such | 


But the Senator speaks of speculators buying 


follow it up with General Jackson’s policy of | 


them only to actual settlers, and to them in lim- | 


secured. Why not then be consistent and come 


tions, and doit understandingly. There has been 
ample time to mature and consider every propo- | 
Let us vote. I appeal to friends on this 


House to let us vote. We have talked enough. 
Yesterday J feared that we had talked the bill to 
death. Now I beg the Senate to let us vote. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I shall be under the neces- 
sity of voting against the amendment of the Sen- | 


the additional modification that I praposed. As 
the bill would stand with this amendment of the | 


the benefits of its provisions to the settlers on the | 
public lands which were surveyed prior to the Ist 
of January last, and would deprive the settlers 
hereafter going on the public land, or who have 
gone on them since the Ist of January last, of the 
I do not recognize the justice 
of such a distinction; but ifa distinction is to be | 
made between the settlers that have gone on the 


hereafter, it would seem that justice required that 


Mr. COLLAMER. If the gentleman will allow | 
me, I will a that I do not understand the amend- | 
ment as he does. The limitation as to the Ist of 





January, 1860, as I understand, applies only to || 


the time of the survey, not to the time of settle- | 


; ment, 


Mr. DOUGLAS. It applies to the time of the 
survey. Those settlers who have gone on the 
lands prior to January last, which were not then | 
eo and had not been surveyed up to Jan- | 


| uary last, are deprived of the benefits of this bill; 
| and settlers on the land that will be surveyed this 


LOBE. 


If we || 


If the Senator would join with us, |) 
| and help to pass this bill, and not incumber it and 





— a 


summer are deprived of the benefits of the bij) 
It is simply to release the settlers that have here. 
tofore gone on the land, and acquired preémp. 
tions, Who were required to pay $1 25 an pe 
for the lands, from the payment of the $1 25. | 
operates as a donation of one dollar an acre oy 
every acre of land surveyed prior to the Jst of 
January last, but deprives a settler hereafter 
going on the land of that benefit. 
lam willing to adopt the general principle that 
the settler upon the public lands, whether he jg 
now there or shall hereafter go there and mak, 
his home, shall take the land at the reduced price 
provided for in this bill; bat I wish the genera! 
principleapplicable to the fature—running throws} 
all time to come, rather than a mere expedient as 
a bill of relief to the settlers now upon the lands 
I am, therefore, going to vote against the amend. 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota. It beyp, 
| an amendment to an amendment, it is not now j, 
order to offer a further amendment to it; but whey 
that is rejected, I shall move to amend the bill hy 
striking out the words ** subject to private entry,” 
and putting in the words ** subject to preémp 
tion;’’ so that it will then apply to all lands sub 
ject to preémption; and I want itto apply to lands 
subject to preémption, whether they be so subject 
| hereafter or have been heretofore, so that it shall 
be a general principle, a permanent policy look. 
ing to the future. 
| ‘Mr. COLLAMER. If it is arranged in that 
manner, what will become of those who hay 
gone on the lands in Minnesota, for example? 
Will the Senator’s amendment reach those peo- 
ple, and enable them to take the land at a quarter 
| of a dollar, as well as those who may go here 
after? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Precisely. What I desire is, 
that every man now on the public lands that have 
_ been surveyed, and that are liable to the provis- 
| tons of this bill, and also all that have gone onto 
land not surveyed, may take it under this billas 
soon as it becomes surveyed; and also, that all 
persons who shall hereafter go on the land, may 
take it under this bill so soon as it shall be sur- 
veyed. That is what I desire to see in the bill. 

ir. WADE. I believe that is right. Let us 
have a vote. | believe that the proposition of th 
Senator from Illinois is right, and I want a vote. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I will stop right here if we 


can get a vote. 


The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Minnesota to the amendment made as in Commit 
| tee of the Whole. 
| Mr. HALE and others. Let us vote that down. 
| Mr. CHESNUT. Before the vote is taken, | 
wish to —_ that I have paired off with the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Antuony;] he vot- 
ing in the affirmative and I in the negative. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 2, nays 44; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Polk and Wilkinson—2. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Brigh’, 
| Brown, Chandler, Clark, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Dixon, 
| Doolitele, Douglas, Durkee, Titzpatrick, Foot, Foster, 
| Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Hammond, Harlan, 
Hemphill, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Ten 
nessee, King, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Pearce, Powe:!, 
Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Trumbull, Wade, Wig- 
fall, and Yulee—44. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
| jected. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I now move the amendment 
| which I indicated, in the eighth line of the first 


|| section, after the word ‘‘and,”’ to strike out ‘‘aficr 


| the same shall have been surveyed and become 
_ subject to private entry,”’ and insert ‘which have 
| been or shall hereafter be surveyed and become 
subject to preémption.”’ 

Mr. COLLAMER. All the land we have to- 
day is subject to preémption by an act passed in 
1854. 

Mr. WADE. The amendment is all right; let 
| us have it. 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. I give notice that after this 
shall have been adopted, I shall move the restrict- 
ive clauses that were in the amendment of the 
| Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Rice} as to the 
| alternate sections and other reserved lands, so as 
| not to apply to them. ; 

Mr. b AGG. I would suggest that, in the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| present condition of things, the Senator from Illi- 
| nois cannot offer that amendment. We must first 
| vote upon the amendments adopted in the Com- 
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mittee of the Whole, and he wants to strike out 
other words. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the diffi- 
culty the Chair has had. The Chair, however, 
understands the Senator from Illinois to withdraw 
his amendment. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I waive it for the purpose 


of letting the vote be taken on the amendment | 


made as 1n Committee of the Whole. After that 


js voted down, I shall offer it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is |, 


on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole, to insert the words ‘or 
yreemption”’ in the ninth line of the first section. 
The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. GWIN. I voted for that amendment yes- 
terday, because it would have a very important 
bearing upon the settlers on the public lands in 
the State of California. There are a great many 
settlers there who are entitled to their preémp- 
tions on unsurveyed lands by various acts of 
Congress. They have been on those lands for 
five, or six, or seven years, and they have never 


been able to enter their Jands or perfect their | 


titles, because they have never been surveyed. 
Itseems to me that, under the bill without this 
amendment, they will be deprived of the advant- 
ages that ether settler¢ on the publiclands, where 
the lands have been surveyed, will receive from 
its provisions. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will suggest 
to the Senator, that two years are granted by the 
bill to those who are on unsurveyed lands, from the 
time the plats shall have been filed in the office, 
and on surveyed lands two years after the pas- 
sage of the act. 

Mr.GWIN. And two years,from the time 
the other lands are surveyed? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The language 
of the bill in the seventh section is: 

And where such settlements have already been made in 
good faith, the claimants shall be entitled to the same period 
of two years trom and atter the passage of this act. 

That relates to settlers on unsurveyed lands. 

Mr. GWIN. Permit me to ask another ques- 
tion. Suppose that at the end of those two years 
the lands on which those settlers are now located, 
and have been for years, are not then surveyed; 
suppose the surveys do not progress with suffi- 
cient rapidity to reach their localities: what effect 
will it have on them? 

Mr. LANE. The preémption will be good 
forever until the land is surveyed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It will be good 
forever until it comes to the time when the lands 
are brought into market and subjected to sale; and 
from that time forward the parties are entitled to 
two years within which to pay. 

Mr. POLK. I wish to make a remark in re- 
gard to the action I shall take with reference to 
this amendment. 
mittee of the Whole, yesterday, I voted for it 
for the purpose of reaching the cases in Minne- 
sota, for the benefit of which the amendment 
was offered by the Senator from Minnesota; but 
Lam satisfied that the amendment goes further 


ion. Accordingly, when the Senator from Min- 
nesota offered his amendment this morning, I 
voted for it, because it limited the scope of the 
remedy that he proposed to apply, by the amend- 
ment now under consideration, to the cases in 
Minnesota that [ thought deserved congressional 
legislation for their protection; but as this amend- 
ment as it now stands goes beyond that, and goes 
further than I intended yesterday by my vote, I 
shall feel myself constrained to vote against it in 
the shape in which it now comes before the Sen- 
ate, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
call the-roll. 

Mr. YULEE. I would suggest that, as there 
Seems to be a general agreement that the amend- 
ment in the shape in which it stands shall not be 
adopted, we may dispense with the call of the 
yeas and nays by unanimous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. RICE. .That is what I asked at an early 
Stage, that that might be dispensed with, and the 
substitute which I offered taken. 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, hear- 
ing no objection to the course suggested by the 





When it was offered in Com- | 
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; ; || restrict the provisions of the grant to those lands 
than the protection of those settlers in Minne- || 


sota, for whom I was willing to make provis- | 
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| Senator from Florida, will put the a with- | policy heretofore. They have been modified from 


, 

| out having the yeas and nays called. | tume to time, and agro | developed in prac- 
| The amendment was non-cofcurred in. | tice, becoming more liberal as they progressed. 
| DS J I 5 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I now offer the amendment |, The first was to abridge as much as possible the 
which I suggested, to strike out in the eighth and | period within which the Federal Government 
ninth line of the first section of the bill the words: | Should exercise control overland within the States. 
| “after the same shall have been surveyed, and be- The second was to hasten the settlement of the 
come subject to private entry,’’and insert: ** which |) 2°W country. In accerdance with the first prin- 
have been, or shall hereafter be, surveyed and be- | ciple, we have from time to tume enacted gradua- 
come subject to preémption;”’ soasto make it read: | ton law’, made grants to the States for internal 

That any person who is the head of a family, and a cit- | improvements, oo os to hasten the sale and settle- 
izen of the United States, shall, from and after the passage |) Ment of the public land. We have steadily looked 
of this act, be entitled to enter one quarter section of vacant || forward to that which is now introduced as one 
and unappropriated public lands, or any less quantity, tobe || of the main provisions of this bill, that when the 
| located ina body, in conformity with the legal subdivis- lands ceased any longer be >of revenue 

ions of the public lands, which have been, or which shall | anGs coused aby longer to be a source of revenut 
hereatter be, surveyed and become subject to preémption, | t© the United States, they should be abandoned 
upon the following conditions. | to the States in which they lay. This is the ful- 

It has been suggested that it will avoid confu- | fillment of the _— that the Federal Govern- 
sion to have the words which I have proposed to | Ment shall, for the shortest possible time, remain 
insert read’ simply, ‘‘which have been or shall | lord and proprietor within the limits of a sover- 
hereafter become subject to preémption;’’ and I || eign State. — : 
so modify it. | "The next great principle which has run through 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. When the | our land policy has been to favor the early settler, 
amendment was offered by the Senator from IIli- || to encourage and protect the pioneer. For this 
nois, providing, as it did in the firstinstance, that |, purpose, preemption laws have, from time to 
the provisions of the bill should include all lands |, ime, been enacted. In the earlier period of our 
that shall hereafter be surveyed and become sub- || land history, these, it will be remembered, were 
ject to preémption, it embraced another class of | resisted at every stage as an encroachment on the 
cases not included in the amendment which was | proprietary rights of the old States. This contro- 
offered by the Senator from Minnesota, and adopt- |) Versy between the old and the new States is now 
ed yesterday in committee. When the Senaior || almost forgotten. ‘The preemption policy has be- 
| from Illinggs adopted the suggestion which was |, come ingrafted on the public land system, and is 
| made to him a moment since, after he had offered || received by Congress as the rule of its conduct. 
| his amendment, to leave out the words “be sur- || Now, however, we are about to make a great 
veyed and,” he embraced a still further class of | departure from the principle on which it rests. 
lands, and that is the last that it is in the power | The whole idea of that preemption policy was, 
of language to embrace. That takes all the pub- | that the land belonged to the pm as common 
lic domain entirely, and gives completely and fully || property; that each individual citizen of the Uni- 
the whole public domain; makes it all subject to || ted States was a joint owner in the land; and that 
the terms of this bill at twenty-five cents an acre. || if he went upon the wild domain and there made 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I gave notice that I should || his home, encountered privation in the opening 
move to add the restrictions that were in the pro- | of roads and making settlements, he rendered it 
posed amendments of the Senator from Minne- |, easy for others who came after him to take up 
sota. I see that those restrictions will be appro- | the land round about him, and benefited the Gov- 

sriate as an addition to the present amendment, | ernment of which he was a part; that further- 
will read them for the information of the Sena- || More, the labor which he had incorporated with 
tor from Arkansas: the land was his own; that the Government had 

“ Not including, however, any sections of land reserved || fixed the price of $125 as the value of the land; 
to the United States alternate to other sections granted to | and that then to put that land in market, to be 


any of the States or Territories for the construction of any || taken by the highest bidder, was to sell, not the 
railroad or other public improvement ; nor to include any | 


| other reservations by the Government or the laws of the || land, but See individual—the labor 
United States for any purpose whatever; nor to include the |} Which he ha incorporated with it. 
| mineral lands of the United States.” This has been the foundation of the preémption 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. That, then, | law. It is true that he selected the spots of land 
will be offered by the Senator asa part of the | most valuable, and which, even if he had not in- 
amendment? || corporated his labor with it, might have sold for 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I now offer it asa part of | more than one dollar and twenty-five cents an 
my amendment. |, acre; but in view of the advantage whieh he con- 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The difference | ferred on the Government at large by the facili- 
that makes is scarcely worth considering. It is |, tating of future migration and settlement, it was 
unnecessary to say more about it. I do not be- deemed just and equitable to give that one of the 
lieve we ought to consume time to-day in speak- || joint owners of the property such an advantage. 
| ing on these matters. I think the whole Senate | Now, however, it is proposed that he who goes 
understand them. This amendment is an aban- || forward and makes this settlement on unsurveyed 
donment of the principle of the bill, which is to land, on land before it has been offered to be aie 
i by the highest bidder, is to receive it under that 
low price to which it was, under the former pol- 
| icy, graduated in the general view of abandoning 
adopt this amendment, that provision of the bill || the control of the domain to the States; and this, 
is lost forever, and the harsh terms that are found || | think, is the great fatal departure from a. 
in the House bill, and the most objectionable to | ciple. He who goes into the new and unsurveyed 
the branch of the public service that undertakes | land, there taking the choice s ots, selecting the 
to administer the public lands for the interest of || best parcels of it, may at least be expected to pay 
the whole Republic, will have been fully and com- || the average price which the Government requires 
pletely restored. I trust thatthe Senate will vote || for its lands of $1 25 an acre, protected as he is 
_understandingly, knowing, at least, that we can- || by this bill. Advancing onward in the generous 
_not adopt this amendment without a total aban- || policy towards the pioneer of the wilderness, it 
_donment of the present proposition before the || gives him two years after the land is surveyed as 
Senate. the time by which he shall get ready to pay that 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will | $1 25 anacre. Further advantage than this no 
read the amendment, as it now stands. | industrious and self-reliant man could ask. It 
The Secretary read it: In lines eight and nine, ititeg him all that he has a right to claim; itgives 
strike out the words ‘after the same shall have |, him all that, as a joint owner, one willing to con- 
been surveyed and become subject to private tribute his full share to the suy port of the Gov- 
entry,’’ and insert: || ernment and the supply of the Treasury, any in- 
Which have been, or shall hereafter become, subject to || dividual could ask of the Federal Government. I 
preémption, not including, however, any sectjons of land || trust, therefore, that the sound principle of the 
reserved to the United States, ltemato to other sections | bill, adhering to past policy and rules of right 
ate tany of te ray Memmtricg fr th cnet, | merely liberalizing them in the special eases, and 
include any other reservations by the Government, or the | 


laws of the United States, for any purpose whatever; nor 
to include the mineral lands of the United States. 








which had been offered to the highest bidder, and | 
were now subject to sale at private entry. If we 





transferring the land to the States, will be adhered 
|| to by rejecting this amendment, and holding the 





Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, there have been |) bill in the form in which the committee reported it. 
| two great principles running through our land |; 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I have listened with interest 


enlarging them in relation to the one point of 





: 
if 
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and pleasure to the very clear exposition of the 


land system, given by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi. Itis trué that this amendment to this bill 
will make a radical change in that system. I do 
not wish to disguise from any Senator, nor from 
the country, the full extent of that change. The 
change is simply this: as the land system now 
stands, the speculator and the actual settler are on 
terms of entire equality, taking the land at $1 25 
an acre; but, according to the proposed change, 
the speculator will be required to pay $1 25 an 
acre, and the settler will only pay twenty-five 


cents an acre. The legal effect will be to make one 
dollar an acre difference between the man who 
buys for speculation without settlement, and the 


man who settles upon the land and makes it his 
home; and that is my object in the amendment. 

Mr. WADE. All right, Mr. President; let us 
have a vote, 

Mr. BRAGG, Mr. President, I have said very 
little about this bill; but [ cannot forbear to say 
a word or two, having been upon the Committee 
on Publie Lands, before the vote is taken on this 
amendment. 
cussion of the billat all. 


the bill, if for no other reason, because I come 
from a State that is opposed to this whole policy. 
f understand this to be called a homestead bill. 


‘The friends of the measure call it a homestead | 
bill. ‘The Senator from Illinois, the Senator from | 
‘Tennessee, gentlemen all around me here, call it 


a homestead bill. 


Ali these propositions were referred tothe Com- | 


mittee on Public Lands; and although, as I have 
stated, L was opposed to the whole system out 
and out, yet we endeavored in the committee to 
frame a system that would be just and fair, not 
only to the actual settler, who 1s proposed to be 
benefited under the bill, but to the Government, 
which acts as the agent and trustee of all the 
States; and how were we to do that? 


It was,in the first place, by bringing all the 
public lands belonging to the Government, after | 


they were surveyed, into market, and providing 
that, after the Government had offered them for 
sale, the actual settler might go upon those lands 
that remained unsold, and have a title at the end 
of five years. For what consideration? 
sum of twenty-five cents an acre, which, it was 
supposed, would cover the expense of the Gov- 
ernment in surveying and selling the land. Here 
was a proposition justand fair, it was said in com- 
mittee, on both sides—fair to the Government, 
fair to the States which were iterested only in 
the sales'of the public lands, and fair to the actual 
setder. But now what say gentlemen? What 
says the Senator from Illinois, who brings -for- 
ward this proposition, which, lL undertake to say, 
ves a bow-shot beyond anything else that has 
* n otfered here in either of the bills, and which, 
I think, is more objectionable than anything I | 
have heard from any quarter whatever? He pro- | 
poses to open all the public lands first to the ac- | 


tual settler at twenty-five cents an acre, and to | 


. | 
allow the parties who have already entered upon | 


these lands, under the preémption laws, to take || 


what they have got at the end of five years by | 
paying twenty-five cents only. That is the effect 
of it—nothing more, nothing less. 

Butesays the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. 
t1ce,} would you treat the actual settler, the 
vioneer in this country, with less justice and less | 

Liteacabitre than you would the foreigner whom 

you invite to come in. By no means; nor does 
the bill propose to treat him with less liberality. 
They are put on an equality. The Senator shakes 
his head. I tel! him they are put on an equality; 
and | can satisfy him of it if he will listen to me | 
for a moment. Why are they puton an equality? 
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I do not propose to go into a dis- | 
It is well known, from | 
what I have said heretofore, that | am opposed to 


For the |! 


the ground that itewould produce the settlement 
of the country by a substantial yeomanry, we 
find that it is to be a bounty to those who are 
already in the country; in other words, to énable 
them to have their lands at twenty-five cents an 
acre, instead of $1 25anacre. That is it; and the 
whole philosophy of the thing, I am sorry to say 
it, is illustrated pretty well by a story which I 
saw in the papers some few days ago. It was 


this: a steam excavator was set to work in the || 


building of a railroad; an Irishman looking on 


concluded that ** Othello’s occupation was gone”? | 


after that; but immediately, with the ready wit of 
his countrymen, he exclaimed: ** Dig on, you 
murthering villain: there is one thing you cannot 
do, you cannot vote.’’ Yes, sir, these people 


| who are now here and who come hereafter can | 
|, vote; and as long as’ that is the case, and votes | 


| can be purchased by these inducements held out 
to them, the public lands will go in any other wa 

than they oughtto go. They will go, lam sind, 
to secure votes. I do not intend to be personal 


it is upjust to the old States; itis building up a 
corrupt system, as I think. The whole system 
is wrong, and especially this proposition which 
is made here now, because it goes a bow-shot be- 
yond anything that has yet been offered in rela- 
tion to this matter. 

Mr. RICE. I am not going to ry to the 
Senator from North Carolina. He is certain] 
mistaken, however, when he says that my a 


| come hereafter. 
| three words, that I think the whole system is 


| ever have consented to come into the Union as 
a member, and permitted the General Govern- 


' and thus extended the Federal patronage, and con- 


a State presents herself for admission while I have 
||} a seat on this floor, I never will vote for or con- 


men into it to control its great landed interests, 
and thus control the politics of that State. If my 
views were carried out, | would cede at once to 


the States every acre within their limits. Itshould || 
have been done before a vote was taken on the || 
I do not mean to say || 


admission of those States. 
they should be ceded as a gratuity, but the States 
should pay to the General Government the cost 
of the tw § Thus we would carry out the prin- 
ciple forshadowed originally by one of the great- 
est statesmen of the age—John C. Calhoun. | 
attempted, by an amendment which I offered yes- 
terday to the eleventh section, to ingraft that prin- 
ciple on this bill; but I could not even get enough 
| to rise to call for the yeas and nays. I think this 
whole system is wrong. I want to separate the 
States from the General Government. | 
wish to do it in regard to the public lands—an in- 
considerate matter in comparison with the slavery 
question. If my friends on this side of the House 
will go for that, lam for it; but until we can come 


until we have settled on a princip 
| are going to keep us in confusion. 

_ the Committee on Public Lands say here that a 
certain portion is worth twenty-five cents an acre, 
| and another certain portion $1 25 cents an acre. 
My friend from Ohio [Mr. Wane] points to the 


|| clock, and therefore I will stop. 





Cannot the man now in Minnesota go and enter || 


land under this bill reported by the committee as 
the foreigner can? You want to grant him greater 
privileges. You want to give him the privilege 
of ulking the land he has now under the preémp- 
tion laws at twenty-five cents an acre, and also 
to give him the privilege of taking other lands. 
But when the foreigner comes in, as he does after 
the Government has offered lands for sale, and 

they remain unsold, he can have only these lands. | 


I say you wantto give the preémptioner a greater || 


privilege. 
But, sir, this only qcee to show the error of 
this whole system. Now, instead of its being | 


Mr. LANE. I only want to say qne word—no 
speech. I do not choose to let the remarks of the 


Senator, when he offered this amendment, took 


between the actual settler and the speculator, by 


an acre, and to the speculator at $1 25. I only 
| taken by those who want them, at a quarter of a 
| dollar an acre, the speculator would 
| fool than any man I ever saw have money who 
| should go and buy land for speculation. 1 think 


OBE. 
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merely a hom: stead act which only was proposed || 
to be passed by the Senator from Tennessee on | 


in what [ say; but I think that will be the effect || 
of the system, and therefore I am opposed to it. | 





league and myself, and those who concur with us, | 
ask a greater protection for the early settlers of | 
the Northwest than we do for those who may | 
I would like to i he in two or || 


=ddeae 


|| wrong; and I regret that any land State should | 


| ment to be a landed proprietor within its limits, | 


| tributed to the consolidation of these States. If || 


|| sent to one of those plastic arrangements about | 
| taxation, the State surrendering the right to tax, 
| and permitting the Federal Government to send | 


not only | 


to a definite conclusion in regard to poner ee 
e, the details | 
For instance: | 


Senator who moved thisamendment go to the coun- | 
try without pre them ina single word. The | 
n 





the opportunity to remind us thatit discriminated | 
giving the settler the land at a quarter of a dollar | 


want to say, that when all the public lands can be || 
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____May 19, 
there is nothing in the remark, but it will be con 
sidered by some that gentlemen are very generous 
when they would like to place in the hands of the 
man who want it land for his own use at a quarter 
of a dollar an acre, and make the man who would 
buy for speculation pay $1 25. Give it away for 
twenty-five cents an acre, and no man will ever 











~~ it for $1 25 for speculation. 


further want to say, that I shall vote against 
every amendment to this bill that has been offered 
or that may be offered, for I am satisfied that j, 
was placed upon a proper basis. It is not stri 
down the land system, but itis reducing the price 
of the public lands toactual settlers. It provides 
for surveying the lands, for bringing them into 
market, and keeping the offices open, and at last, 


king 


| everybody that wants the lands could settle upon 
| them, occupy them, and at the end of five years, 


if they choose to perfect their right by paying a 
quarter of a dollar an acre, can geta patent, | 
shall vote against all amendments, and vote for 


the bill, if we can get it, as it came from the com. 


| mittee. 


Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Illinois says 
that the object of his amendment is to create 
distinction between the actual settler and the 
speclator; that he will give the land to the actual 
settler at twenty-five cents an acre, and to the 
speculator at $1 25 an acre; that is to say, the 


| speculator, he seepeatts will attend the public 


sales. The fact is, he does not attend them. The 
practical result of our system, as disclosed in the 
reports of the General Land Office from year to 
year, is, that that is not the way the speculator 
operates atall. He operates as this amendment 
proposes he shall operate, by pushing forward 
colorable settlers into unsurveyed lands, and into 
lands which have not been offered for public sale, 
inducing them to take the oath of preémption, or 
the oath of graduation, or the oath to this home- 
stead bill, and then he buys from them. That is 
the way he escapes competition; and the effect of 
the Senator’s amendment will be to create more 
speculation in the public domain than now exists, 
tenfold. It will have the effect to enable specu- 
lators to steal the best portions of the public do- 
main at nominal prices, for they go in advance of 
all settlement; they go in company with the sur- 
veyor, or in advance of the surveyor; and they 
pick out the best portions of the public land be- 
fore the great body of the population arrives, and 
the Senator’s amendment makes it worse; for, in- 
stead of even requiring $1 25an acre, it is reduced 
to twenty-five cents. So far, therefore, from there 
being any merit on that score, in the amendment, 
it is eminently objectionable. If the Senator 
wants corroboration of what I have said in regard 


| to the operation of the public sales, I commend 
him to the annual ne of the Secretary of the 


Interior for the last three years. He tells us that 
we have received nothing by the offering of lands 
at public sale. Why? Because the speculator 
does not attend. He finds it much cheaper and 
better to push colorable settlers on to the public 
domain, and to buy it from them; and this amend- 


| ment aggravates the very mischief which we have 


sought to guard against in this bill. 
strained, therefore, to vote against it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One word in reply to my 
friend from Ohio. It has been my fortune to have 
some experience on this question of entries, pub- 


I am con- 


| lic sales,and preémption rights affecting the’public 


lands. I wasa land officer myself once, and have 
conducted these sales and witnessed their effects. 
It is true, that before the preémption law was 
passed, very few lands sold for more than $1 25 
an acre, and a public sale seldom realized any 
great advance on the minimum price, but not for 
the reason suggested by the Senator from Ohio. 
The speculators were always there with their 
money to buy land, and to purchase the improve- 
ments of the settlers; but the settlers made a pre- 
emption law oftheir own whenever Congress failed 
to give them one. They organized their township 
associations, and seats man from the Northwest 
that has lived in the public land regiops wiil realize 
the truth of the picture. The settlers organized 
among themselves, took testimony as to whio 
were bona fide settlers; registered every tract In 
their township association, and the name of the 


| man entitled to it; and they would go to the land 
a bigger | 


sale in a body—sometimes ten thousand men— 
each with his pistol and Bowie-knife, and say to 
the speculator, ‘‘ Sir, if you bid against a settler, 
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you die.” Sir, I have stood and heard land cried 
ihat was worth twenty dollars an acre, in conse- 
quence of the improvements upon it; and the 
avent of the township association gave the name 
of the settler, and said “ settler;”’ and it would be 
» use to say gow much that land was worth. 


n 


tens and their twenties for that man’s improve- 
ments; but they knew they would die if they bid 
ainst the settler; and the settler got it. 

Now, sir, [ am not discussing the question 
whether that was right or wrong, but that was | 
the practical result ot the land sales before your 
yeemption law. Your preémption law only had 
the effect of enabling the settler to go forward and 
pay for and get his land at $1 25 an acre, instead 


ag 
as 


of using his rifle or his pistol upon the specula- |! 


tor. Then the speculators would wait, and do | 
now wait. ‘They all goto the land sales. They | 
carry money enough there to sweep all the good | 
lands of the country; but the preémption law re- | 
quires the speculators to wait until the settlers all | 
eet through. Then they come in and sweep all 
the next best lands with your land warrants and 
your scrip, and hold them up at high prices for 
speculation against the settler, and they get land | 
in large quantities. We were told the other day, | 
and told truly, that large districts of country in 
Iowa, which were thus swept by the speculators, | 
remained now a desert waste, while just across 
the line, in Minnesota, where the lands were not | 
brought into the market, and practically the home- | 
stead principle was applied, every quarter section | 
had its settlement upoa it, and its good citizens 
cultivating the land. Why this vast difference? 
lc is because in the one State you carried on the 
system of allowing the speculator to come in on | 
an equality with the settler; in the other, the | 
principle of the homestead was applied by the | 
executive branch of this Government in refusing 
to order land sales. That is the difference. 

The effect of thisamendment is, that there shall 
be one dollar an acre difference between the spec- 
ulator and the settler; that the actual settler may 
take land at twenty-five cents, and that the spec- 
ulator shall pay $1 25. But the Senator iam 
Ohio says the speculator will send in advance his 
agents to go and get aclaim under the homestead. 
Sir, do you think that, in order to reduce a tract 
of land from $] 25 an acre to twenty-five cents, 
the speculator will send his agent there to hold the 
land five years, and pay five years’ salary in order 
to save $100? No, sir. You protect the settle 
against the speculator, by requiring five years 
residence under this bill,and cultivation upon the 
land. ‘The speculator cannot bear the expense of 
keeping a settler for five years in order to reduce 
the price. It would cost him three times as much 
as he would gain by it. This bill, therefore, fur- 
nishes the only efficient preventive against this 
system of fraud and speculation that I have seen 
devised. , 

1 am aware that the effect of this bill, with my 
amendment, will be to make the public lands cease 
to be a large source of revenue. I do not think 
the country will suffer by withdrawing that source 
of revenue, and for this reason: any one who will 
trace the reports of the sales of the public lands 
for the last thirty years, will find that whenever 
the country was prosperous; whenever the im- 


’ 


ports were great; whenever money was plenty, | 


and you had a surplus revenue in the Treasury 


that you did not know what to do with, your | 


land sales ran up to ten, twelve, fifteen, twenty, 
or twenty-four million dollars a year; but the 
moment a revulsion came, and money became 


scarce and your imports began to fall off, the land | 


sales stopped; you could scarcely get a dollar 
into the ‘Treasury during the very years you 
needed it most. This source of revenue failed 
you when you wanted it, and poured in upon 
you when you did not want it and did not know 
what to do with it. It creates a surplus when 


the surpkus becomes a curse to you, and fails you |, 


when you need it to supply the deficiency in the 
Treasury. This very system of public land sales 
is one of the causes of pecuniary revulsions in 


this country; and it will benefit the country, ben- | 


efit the Treasury, benefit the commercial commu- 
nity, and the moneyed aflairs of the entire Union, 


to have this system cut off. It will remain par- | 


tially under the bill where lands are entered for 
Speculation, but it will be cut off in regard to the 
actual settler. He pays only twenty-five cents 
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The speculators were there, ready to give their || 


I should exclude all competition, and take them at | 


| effect of it. Well, itis pretty bad; but I do not 


| 


an acre, Which is about the cost of the adminis- 
tration of the land system. 
Mr. MASON. I wish to ask the Senator from || 
Illinois whether the effect of this amendment will || 
not be to enable the preémptioners, who now are 
| such, to take their preémption lands at a quarter 
of a dollar an acre? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Unquestionably. 
Mr. MASON. Sol supposed. Then the effect | 
| of it will be to bring us to that condition which || 
we have all along looked to on our side: there is | 








a class of the population of the country who are 
to receive a moneyed bounty from the Treasury. | 
| The first objection to this whole scheme of giv- | 
ing away the public lands was, that you made | 
them a gratuity in lands; and it was said that, in | 
constitutional right or in fair dealing under the | 
| Constitution, you might just as well give them 
money from the Treasury. Now you are brought | 
to it, because,as the preémptor is to take his pre- | 
emption land at one fifth of the price which he | 
stipulated to pay, the operation is, that the Gov- | 
ernment concedes to him four fifths of the debt | 
| that he owes the Government—and to whom? To 
| one class of people, a separate and favored class 


| 
| certainly, because they were allowed to go and | 
| 
| ' 
i | 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 





settle on the public lands on terms that they | 


| an established Government price of $1 25. Now, 
| if the amendment offered By the Senator from Illi- 
nois prevails, the Government will cede to them, 


| 
as a bounty, as an alms, a gratuity of four fifths 

| 

| 

' 

| 


of the debt which they contracted, and which | 
| was secured upon their homesteads. That is the | 


'| know that itis much worse than the general pol- || 
| icy inaugurated by this new scheme in relation | 
to the public lands. It is pretty bad because it 
| Separates a class, and makes them the beneficia- | 
_ries to the exclusion of others. I would ask that | 
| honorable Senator what earthly difference there | 
| is, in fact, between giving to the preémptioner | 
| that money in gold out of the Treasury, and for- 
|| giving to the preémptioner, as a debtor to the 
| Government, four fifths of a perfectly secured 
'| debt? There is none in the world; but that is | 


i} 


|| proposed for a separated class, and not only a | 





| 
| 
| 


| separated class, but a class that is local or sec- 
1 tional—a class in the new States. {| 
| If I understand the whole policy of this new | 
| : | 
1 


scheme in relation to the public lands, it is to 
overthrow that upon which the Government has || 
been administered for more than a quarter of a | 
| century. What was the scheme in relation to the | 
|| public lands? The Government is not the pur- | 
|| chaser of the public lands as an independent pur- 
chaser. The Government of necessity becomes 
the owner of the public lands, in order to extin- 
|| guish the Indian title, and to get rid of the Indian | 


‘tribes. This is forced upon it \gy the necessity | 
of its position. Itis not a voluntary purchaser. 
It does not go into market and buy lands for the 
purpose of speculation; but it is of necessity the 
|| purchaser, because of the exigency of its posi- 


| 
{| 





policy of the Government was, treating it as trust 
for the benefit of the whole—not of the States 
aione in which the lands lie, but as a partof a 
| common fisc, to put thelands speedily into mar- 
|| ket; to bring settlers upon them, by offering them 
to public sale and competition, where all stood 


| 
| 


| tinuance of the same policy, where lands did not 
‘| sell at public sale, to open them at once to private | 
| entry, at a fixed price, a low price—$l 25 per 
| acre—a very low price. Now, tne scheme in the 
bill that came from the House was to give them 
: 

||} away. That substituted by the honorable Sena- | 
|| tor from Tennessee, with some modifications in | 


the details, was of the same character—to give 


| them away. ,This, as a substitute, is to preserve 


seems to be left of the Constitution; its substance | 
|| is gone—and it is to preserve a wretched form of | 
1 constitutional right by asking a nominal price— | 
‘| when the Senator from Illinois, by his amend- | 
} ment, opens the whole domain, whether subject | 
to private entry or not, whether it has been of- 
| fered for general competition or not, and offers it 
| all to this nominal price; and favors this sepa- 
| rated class, in separated sections, by giving to 
| them the equivalent of gold in the Treasury, by | 


} forgiving them four fifths of their whole debt. ! 


That is the proposition. 


OBE. 


| 

| 

1} 

| 

|] 

| 

1] 

|| tion. Thus, as I have always understood, the | 
| 
| 


on an equality with a right to buy; and in con- || 


| a wretched-form of constitutional right—all that || 
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7 ——_— —————— 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 


the amendment of the Senator from Illinois, 

Mr. PUGH called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 26, nays 31; as follows: 

YBAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Dougias, Durkee, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Riee, Seward, 
Simmons, Sumner, ‘Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- 
son, and Wilson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, 
Hammond, Hempliil, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkan- 
sas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nich- 
olson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Toombs, Wigtall, and Yulee—31. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is still one 
amendment, that was made in Committee of the 
Whole, that has not been disposed of. It is in 


| section eleven, line four, to strike out “ five,’’ so 


’ 


that it will read ‘thirty years.’ 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ink for the yeas and nays 
on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RICE. Is it in order now to offer an 
amendment ? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator may 


| offer an amendment to the amendment. 


Mr. RICE. I offer this. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Chair will state 
to the Senator from Minnesota that what he sends 
to the Chair appears to be an independent prop- 


| osition entirely. 


Mr. RICE. Is it in order to offer it as an in- 
dependent proposition ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not at present. 
There isanamendment before the Senate, on which 
the yeas and _— are ordered. 

Mr. RICE. I suppose I can offer it afterwards. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. IVERSON. I have paired off with the 
honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. Foor] on 
every question connected with this bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted— yeas 28, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bright, Brown, Clay, 
Davis, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fitzpatrick, Green, 
Grimes, Gwin, Hammond, Hunter, Lane, Latham, Nichol- 
son, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, 
Toombs, Wigfall, and Yulee—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bragg, Cameron, 
Chandler,Chesnut, Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Dixon, Fos- 
ter, Hale, Uamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Jobnson of Tennessee, King, Mason, Pearce, Simmons,- 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—26. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. WADE. I want to make one more effort 
to get what I call a homestead bill, and therefore 


| | move to strike out all after the enacting clause 
of this bill, and substitute the bill of the House. - 


I do not wish to argue it. I will call for the 
yeas and nays onthe motion. Thatisall I have 
to say upon it. 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. Does the Chair 
understand that the Senator from Minnesota pro- 
poses row to offer the amendment he has sent up? 

Mr. RICE. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the question 


|| is on the following amendment, offered by the 


Senator from Minnesota, in section eleven, line 
three, to strike out after the word * unsold’’ the 
| following words: 

‘© After the lapse of thirty years shall be, and the same are 


hereby, ceded to the State in which the same inay be sit- 
uated.’ 


And to insert: 


After the lapse of five years, shall be transferred to the 
States in which they severally lie, upon the condition that 
each State so receiving public land shall annually pay to 
the General Government — per cent. upon such amount as 
shall have been disposed of within the current year. 


So that the clause will read: 


That the lands lying within the limits of a State which 
have been subject to sale at private entry, and which re- 
main unsold atter the lapse of five years, shall be trans- 
ferred to the States in which they severally lie, upon the 
condition that each State so receiving public land shall an- 
nually pay to the General Government — per cent. upon 
such amount as shall have been disposed of within the cur- 
rent year. 


Mr. RICE. In that amendment I am merely 





|| following out the old custom of the Senate and the 


House, by leaving the amount blank; and there- 
| fore 1 wish the Senate to fix the amount. 
Mr. CLINGMAN., I will move to put in fifty 
| per cent. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 





ee 


‘ee 





———— 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment as amended. 


Mr. BAYARD. 1 hope that amendment will 
not be adopted. 


I never wish to see the States of 
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this Union placed in the relation of debtors to phe | 


General Government; yet that is the effect of it 
necessarily. : 
that in reference to the donation of public money 
by way of deposit in the States. We know whatthe 
result would be. The States would become, under 
this provision, the debtors of the General Govern- 
ment for the lands sold by them; you would never 
get the money, and it would complicate our rela- 
tions. The States and the Federal Government 
ought not to stand in that relation, in my judg- 
ment. I can never vote for it. 

Mr. RICE. The honorable Senator makes a 
mistake in this regard: I do not propose by the 
amendment to cede to the States the land until 
they have paid this amount. The States, there- 
fore, will not stand in the relation of debtors. 

Mr. BAYARD. It complicates their relations. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I 
amendment may not be adopted. It is anew sub- 
ject, and is offered without much consideration 
on. I think the effect of it will be to prevent 
any action on this bill that may be wise, and 


which is designed for the protection of the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States,as well as to save |! 
the States themselves from serious difficulty if it | 


should be passed and should become a law. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate bill 
having been perfected, the Senator from Ohio 
moves to strike out all after the enacting clause of 
the bill, and insert what is known as the House 
bill. Shall the amendment be read? [**Oh! no.’’] 
Upon this queston, the yeas and nays are de- 
manded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RICE. 
ment which ] just offered ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was rejected. 

Mr. RICE. I wish to appeal to the Senate. 
The amendment I offered certainly was not un- 
derstood by the Senate. [will merely remark 





We have had some experience of 


trust the | 


' embarrassments cee upon the Northwest. | 
has been strangled in the com- | 


What has become of the amend- | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. What motion does | 


the Senator make? 
Mr. RICE. I merely ask a vote upon it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been voted 


on. 


Mr. RICE. Then 1 merely wish to say that | 


the friends of the amendment did not understand 
it aright. 

Mr. WADE. The question now is on substi- 
tuting, for this bill of the Senate, the bill as it came 
from the House. ‘That is the naked proposition. 
The bill is understood by everybody, and I do 
not wish to say a word uponit. Let us have the 
vote by yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the motion to substitute the House bill for the 
Senate bill, upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. ‘The Seerctary will call the roll. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted-—yeas 25, nays 30; as follows: 


} 


NAYS—Mesers. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chan- | 


dler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Rice, Seward, 
Simmons, Sumner, ‘Ten Eyek, Trambull, Wade, Wilkin- 
son, and Wilson—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 


Chesnut, Ciay,Clingman, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, | 


Hammond, Hemplill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, John- 
eon of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, 
Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, 
Wigfall, and Yulee—J0. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
is on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. WILKINSON. As the bill now stands, 
I do not regard it as worth much, and therefore I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn, 

The motion was not agreed fo. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I am in favor 
of the homestead policy—of ‘lands for the land- 
less and homes for the homeless.’’ I believe the 
policy to be wise and beneficent; for the endur- 
ing mterest of the old States as well as the new; 
and for the interests especially of the young men 
of the country, who seek homes in the West. 
Anxious to act, 1 have forborne to speak, be- 


lieving my vote of more value than my voice. | 


The vote ig now to be taken, and I desire, now, to 


j 
} 
j 
| 


to say that I am in favor of the House bill, not in 
favor of the Senate bill, as against the more liberal 
bill of the Representatives of the people. The 
House bill is a real homestead bill, securing to 
young unmarried men a homestead; and securing 


IONAL GLOBE. 


also to the settlers now on the public lands in the | 


new States—in Kansas, Nebraska, Washington, 
and the other Territories—free homes. The pas- 


‘| ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


sage of the House bill would carry speedy relief to | 


the hardy pioneer settlers, now toiling and strug- 
gling with adverse fortunes, amid the pecuniary 


Jut the House bil 
mittee and in the Senate. Itis lost, and if we vote 
down this bill, all is lost for this session. If we, 
who are for the House bill, now defeated here, 
vote against this bill, nothing will be achieved, 
and we shall be held responsible for defeating a 
measure more liberal than the existing laws. 
We who are in favor of a homestead bill—not a 
graduation bill—cannot, by defeating this Senate 


graduation bill, secure the passage of the House 


homestead bill. 


I shall therefore, sir, vote for this bill, and I | 
| shall do so in the hope that the Representatives of 


the people will firmly adhere to their homestead 


bill. Yes, sir, I shall vote, and I hope my friends | 
on this side of the Chamber will vote, for this bill || 


in the confident hope that the House will amend || 


it by substituting their own bill, and thereb 


give Senators another opportunity to record their || 
votes for a genuine homestead measure. But | 
| should the House of Representatives accept this || 


| partial measure, something will be gained by its 


enactment; therefore I shall vote for the bill, and 
leave the issue in the hands of the Representa- 
tives. Ifthey stand firm by their measure, I think 


the Senate will recede from its position, and ac- | 


cept the homestead bill of the House; at any rate, 


men homesteads, and to actual settlers now on the 


public domain in the new States and the Territories | 


the relief they now so much necd. 


Mr. HAMLIN. 


with this distinction: I am against the bill, and I 
am going to vote against it; [am going to leave 
a record consistent with my judgment. I think 
the bill is wrong. 
be much harm in worshiping it, for I do not 
think it bears any similitade to anything above 


the earth or beneath the skies that you can call a | 
The men who have taken it under | 
their peculiar care are the enemies of the home- | 


homestead. 


| stead principle, and they propose to pass it. I 


am perfectly willing they should do so; but they 
tell us, and they tell us very frankly, that itis not 
a homestead bill, and it is not. 
no homestead bill, 1 will not vote for it. I vote 

to substitute thef#HLouse bill for this bill; but those 


who have the control of the matter have put it | 


into a position which | think is unjust. There 
are things in that bill for which I cannot vote. 
There are things that ought to go into it to make 
it justifiable, to enable me to give itmy vote. For 
these reasons I shall vote against it. 

Mr. MASON. I want to know, in order that 
I may vote understandingly, what will be the ef- 
fect of a vote rejecting this bill? The question is 


upon the engrossment of the bill reported by the | 


chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, the 
honorable Senator from Arkansas. Now, if that 
bill is rejected, what will be the position of the bill 
sent us from the House, with which it has been 


in competition? Will it be equivalent to a rejec- | 


tion of the House bill? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


state to the Senator from Virginia that there isa 


_ House bill before the Senate, but not connected 


| if l can be heard when there is so much confusion | 
| in the Chamber 


with this bill. 


Mr. MASON. I understood, Mr. President, 





The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senate be 


good enough to come to order, that the Senator | 


from Virginia may proceed ? 
Mr. MASON. Notthat I would interfere with 
the convenience of Senators, that they might hear 


me, but I really desire that I may hear the Presid- | 


ing Officer on this question. I understood that 
the bill from the House, that came to us in reg- 
ular parliamentary form, was referred, together 


| with the amendment that was offered to it, to the 


Committee on Public Lands; and the Committee | 


Now sir, it being |! 


_ Mr. } { am very much in the same | 
| situation with the Senator from Massachusetts, 


Ido not think there would || 





————_$-@& 


| 
| 
il 
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on Public Lands, in dealing with the House bill 
reported this bill by way of amendment, as a sub. 
stitute. ‘That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. PUGH. This isa new bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator that the Hoe bill was ro. 
reported back without amendment. The I 
bill cannot be destroyed without the action of tho 
Senate upon it. It remains before the Senate 
the Chair understands. 

Mr. MASON. If the Chair will indulge mo 
a moment, I only want to get the facts; I do yor 
desire any controversy. I want to vote under- 
standingly. When the House bill came tous, 


3 aS 


| a matter of course it was referred to the Commit. 


tee on Public Lands, and was reported back by 
that committee; but at a subsequent period, within 
the last two weeks, upon the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] the Senate 
bill and the House bill, with the amendments that 
were offered to them, were recommitted to the 
Committee on Public Lands; and the result was 
the reporting of the present bill as a substitution 
for the whole. That is my recollection. Now, 
all I want to be certain about is, if we reject this 
bill, whether it will be equally a rejection of the 
House bill; or whether, if we reject this bill, the 
House bill will stand before us as an act of the 
House, demanding our action. If we pass this 
bill, what becomes of the House bill? 

-The VICE PRESIDENT. It is still upon the 
Calendar, the Chair thinks, as at present advised, 

Mr. WADE. My opinion was, at the time, 


| that the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Foor,] who 


was then in the chair, committed an crror when 
this bill was reported back. I contended that it 
was an amendment to the House bill, and moved 


| to take up the House bill. The Chair, however, 
1 am sure that we shall secure to young unmarried | 


said that that bill was merged in these procced- 
ings, and that this was a Senate bill, seeming to 
annihilate the House bill, which I did not believe 
could be done by the committee at all. That was 
my judgment; but I did not care much about it, 
inasmuch as we could move to amend it by add- 
ing the House bill, and I did not contend about 
it. I think this was all owing to an error of rul- 
ing of the Presiding Officer at that time. 

While I am up, | barely wish to say upon this 


us 


subject that this bill comes far short of my ideas 


of a homestead bill. Indeed, it is a very narrow 
provision, and can be of no considerable benefit, 
in my judgment, to settlers except so far as it 
gives a reprieve of two years to those who are 


_ under condemnation now of losing their lands. It 
| is by reason of this provision in the bill that I 


shall vote for it. Were it not for that, I should 
not suppose it worth one straw to settlers. It is 
nota Seentitend bill. That of the House was 
well considered; it was really what it purported 
to be—a homestead bill enabling every man that 
was willing to go into the wilderness to settle 
upon one hundred and sixty acres of land, subject 
to preémption, to take the title to it after he had 
been on it for five years. I was perfectly willing 
and anxious that such a bill should pass; but this 
does no such thing. However, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I feel it due that I should 
say, after the remarks of the Senator from Ohio, 
that I think the Chair ruled right in regard to this 
question; and it may not be also improper for me 
to say that the Vice President was not in the 
chair when the ruling took place. 

Mr. WADE. I said it was the Senator from 
Vermont, (Mr. Foor.} 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But [ think the ruling was 


| correct, and that no other conclusion could have 


been arrived at. The committee reported an in- 
dependent bill to be acted upon, and the House 


bill remains on the Calendar, liable to be called 


up at any time. However, I merely desired to 
say that I did not think any reflection on the 
Chair was just, under the circumstances. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. In order that we may ar- 
rive at a practical result, [ hope the Senate will 
unanimously consent now to take up the House 


| bill; and if the majority of the Senate are determ- 


ined to substitute the Senate bill for the House 
bill, let it be done; and then it will go back to the 
House, and we can have practical legislation. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Js there objection 
to that course ? 
Several Senators objected. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
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made, itcannot be done. The question is upon | 


the engrossment and third reading ot the Senate 


ll. 
Phe bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 


reading, and read a third time. It wasread the third | 


time; and on ghe question ‘* Shall the bill pass?” 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. I only desire to say that, as I 
understand the posture of the question, there may 
be some embarrassment in relation to the vote of 
some Senators, unless we can understand it. I 
have here before me a copy of the Journal, by 
which it appears that the Senator from Arkansas, 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, 
made the following report from that committec: 


“To whom were recommitted the bill (H. R. No. 280) ‘to | 


secure homesteads to actual settlers on the public domain,’ 
with all the amendments proposed thereto, and the bill (8. 
No. 1) §to grant to any person who is the head of a family, 
and a citizen of the United States, a homestead of one hun- 


dred and sixty acres of land, out of the public domain, upon | 
condition of occupancy and cultivation of the same forthe | 


period herein specified,’ with all the amendments proposed 
thereto, reported the said bills, without amendment; and 
a bill (8. No. 416) ‘to secure homesteads to actual settlers 
on the public domain, and for other purposes.’ ”” 

Which is the bill now before us. Now it seems 


to me if we pass this bill, it of course will go to 


the House; we pass it as an original measure of | 


the Senate ; that whether it was in competition 


with the bill which came from the House or not, | 


it has been divested of that competition, and is 
passed as an original bill of the Senate, and that 
the House bill remains upon our Calendar, as any 
other bill from the House, to take its position un- 
der our action. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I only rise to express a con- 
currence in opinion with the position which is 
assumed by the Senator frem Virginia. It seems 
to me there can be no doubt whatever about that 
position. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Massachusetts 
made a remark alittle while ago that I would like 
to have him explain. He said the House bill was 
strangled in committee. 

Mr. WILSON. I said that it was strangled in 
committee and in the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. It has not been strangled at all. 
It has been reported back by the committee and 
is upon the Calendar. If the Senator means to 
submit a question whether that bill shall pass or 
not, I cannot speak for others, but as for myself, 
I never will vote for it. You may callit a home- 
stead bill; I call it a bill to steal the public lands. 


ciples. I had rather that this bill had been more 
liberal in many of its details, but I have been com- 

elled, like others, to yield much. 
aces bill, no conceivable circumstance, except 
the instruction of the Ohio Legislature, could in- 
duce me t& vote for it. On this side 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. | raise a point 
of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio will pause. The Senator from Arkansas 
rises to a point of order. 

Mr. PUGH. Allow me one moment, and I will 
let him speak. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Arkansas raises a point of order. He will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. My point of 
order is, that the House bill is not under consid- 
eration here, and is not nowa matter of discus- 
sion, and whatever may be its present condition 





|| Chamber, have not struggled for the passage of | 


As to the || 


is not of any ee at present. Itisa mat- | 


ter that can be acted upon hereafter. Itis not in 
order to consider it at this time, and I shall be 


compelled, if sustained by the Chair, to insist | 


upon the point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot 
sustain that point of order. The question is upon 
the passage of this bill, and the Senator has a 
right to speak upon it. 

Mr. PUGH. 1 shall not speak further.about 
the House bill, but to the Senate bill now. I 
say tp the Senator from Maine, if he and his 
friends wish to defeat this bill, let them take the 
responsibility of doing it, and that will be the end 
of the question at this session. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That remark of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio I desire to reply to. I have seen 


the manner in which this homestead bill has been 
treated in the Senate, and it seems that the Sena- | 


tor from Ohio is now talking about the respons- 





| 


US. || vision at the end of that time, they 
I am ready to vote a homestead on correct prin- | 


|| final passage of the bill. 


'! question with the Senator from Indiana, Mr. 


ibility of the defeat of the real homestead meas- 
ure. What have we seen here? We have seen 
a bill gotten up and brought before the Senate by 
| the opponents of any homestead measure, united 
with a few persons, the Senator from Ohio and 


some others, in a shape that is objectionable to | 
the great body of the friends of a true homestead | 


law. The friends of the real homestead bill upon 
this side of the Chamber are voting unanimously 
for the House bill, and we need but half a dozen 
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votes to carry it; but there are a few persons pro- j| 


fessing, at least, to be friends.of a homestead bill, 
like the Senator from Ohio, who unite with the 
opponents of such a measure and present a bill 
objectionable to the great majority of the advo- 
cates of a true homestead policy—and the result 


is, we are called upon to vote on a bill which | 


probably could not get a dozen votes in the Sen- 
ate, among the true friends of the homestead pol- 
icy, as against the House bill, which has more 
than twice that number in its fawor. 
| you got this bill here? Not by the votes of the 
| friends of the real homestead; but by the enemies 
| of any homestead provision, united with a few 
friends of the measure. ‘They present to us a bill 
| objectionable in many of its features, and then talk 
to us about the responsibility of defeating a home- 
stead bill, unless we take this. If the settlers on 
| the public lands do not have their homes secured 
to them, it is not because we, on this side of the 


a genuine homestead law. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to say a word in 
this stage of the proceeding. 
friends of the homestead bill be truly and sin- 
| cerely to promote the interests of the settlers on 


| the public lands, I do not think that there can be | 


| now stands before the Senate. No man can deny 


| : ae ; ; : 
| a moment’s hesitation in voting for the bill as it 
| - s : ; : 

| but what there are provisions in this bill which 


| are of vast importance to the settlers. It may not | 
! accomplish all the objects that we have in view. 


It does not accomplish near all the objects I had 
in view. It is not what I desire. I had enter- 
tained the fond hope that we could have done bet- 
ter. But, sir, we have done so much now that 
we cannot stand justified if we refuse to take what 
is now so generously extended to us merely be- 
cause we cannot get all we want. Sir, there is 
one feature in this bill of itself of vast importance. 
It gives to these settlers two years at least to save 
their homes. If they do not get — pro- 

ave at least 
that two years’ respite, and then it gives them 
the lands at twenty-five cents an acre, instead of 
$1 25. Is it of no service to the settler that he 
gets his farm at twenty-five cents, instead of $1 25 
| an acre? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He hasto pay $1 25, just 
the same under this bill, - 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then it is not as satisfac- 
tory as I had hoped; it is still more objectionable. 
But still it gives the two years; and how can we 
refuse the grant of two years, accomplishing all 
we ask for that length of time, and giving thema 


taking it away from them now and afterwards? 
Even that two years’ provision is of sufficient im- 
portance to control my vote. 

Mr. GREEN. I want to suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Hlinois another advantage. Under the 
old law, if the preémptor could not pay at the 
proper time for the whole quarter section, he for- 
| feited all. Now he can pay for just whatever he 

is able to pay. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Precisely. There are many 
| advantages. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Before the announcement of 
the vote, I desire to say that, in voting on this 
| question, | was not aware that it was upon the 
I had paired off on that 





| be counted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous con- 
sent, the Senator’s name can be erased. The Chair 
hears no objection. 





If the object of the 


How have | 


chance to save themselves afterwards instead of | 


| Fircu; and I therefore ask that my vote may not | 
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Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, 
King, Lane, Latham, Nichelison, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Slidet!, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trambull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, Wilson, and Yulee—44. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Clingman, Hamlin, Hunter, Ma- 
son, Pearce, Powell, and Toombs—8. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. DAVIS. Ido not think the title accurately 
describes the bill. My opinion is, that an accu- 
rate description of this bill would be: A bill 
amendatory of the several acts for the disposal 
of the public domain, and to perfect the existing 
system in regard to the settlement thereof, I 
have not interfered with this bill. Ido not now 
propose to do so. The gentlemen who have had 
charge of it perfected it, and I shall not propose 
to amend it. I feel it, however, due to myself to 
say that, in voting for the bill, it has been because 
of the character of the bill; and what [ have read, 
I think, exactly recites it, and would be a proper 
title. 

Several SENATORS. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not propose to amend the 
title of the bill. I say I leave that to the gentle- 
men who have introduced the bill. If the title 
suits them I shall not interfere with it. I merely 
wished, however, to state what I considered a 
description of the bill itself, having voted for it. 
I regard it as a revenue measure; a measure which 
is to restrict the executive power over the public 


Move it. 


| domain; to limit the time within which he can 


withhold it from sale; to hasten the time at which 
it can be transferred to the States within which it 
lies, and an improvement upon the existing laws; 
carrying many benefits with it; reducing the num- 
ber of public officers; removing the temptations 
to corruption in relation to the public domain; in- 
creasing the difficulties of perjury and suborna- 
tion of perjury, and therefore that it is to be a 
good law; but I vote for it with what I consider 
a bad title. 

Mr. WILKINSON. [had prepared an amend- 
ment to the title that I proposed to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order, 
as there is no amendment pending. 

Mr. WILKINSON. It is this: A bill to ex- 
tend the time of payment by the actual settlers 
upon the public lands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PUGH. I prefer the other title. I do not 
care much about it myself. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the name will not 


be changed. The committee who brought it in 


| gave it its name; and why not let it stand? The 


friends of the bill, the originators of it, have 
christened it; and I hope that it may be passed 
with the name that originally belonged to it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. On consider- 
ation, since the Senator from Mississippi pre- 
sented his proposition, I have calculated that it 


| would be best to continue the caption of the bill 
|as itis. The bill goes on and provides for home- 
| steads out of the public domain, and for other 


purposes. The Senator’s title is very descriptive, 


| It is true, and a correct index of what the bill con- 


ins; but the reading of the caption of the bill 
itself, and the addition of the words “ and for other 
purposes,’’ embraces all the description given, 
and, with the Senator’s explanation, it shows his 
understanding of the bill. The committee thought 
this would be the best caption that could be put 
to the bill, embracing the substance of all the 
propositions that had been submitted to them for 
consideration; and | hope the Senate will now 
acquiesce in the title reported by the committee 
for the bill. 

Mr. WILKINSON. 


I wish to say a single 


word, not to detain the Senate. This bill contains 
| provisions which I could not vote against, and 





therefore I voted for the bill, while it is nota home- 
stead bill in the broad, true acceptation of the 
term. It is not whatthe people expect when they 
petition Congress for a homestead bill,and when 
they demand of Congress to pass a homestead 
law. Itis not such a bill as the people expect to 
receive from Congress. It has some provisions 


/in it which are of benefit to actual settlers upon 


| the public lands. 
ator from Illinois. 


The result was then announced—yeas 44, nays || 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Bright, 
Brown, Cameron, Chandler, Chesnut, Clark, Clay, Colla- 


8; as follows: 
mer, Davis, Dixon, Doolittic, Douglas, Durkee, Fitzpatrick, 


Foster, Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Hammond, Harlan, |' 


They were stated by the Sen- 
Among them was one for the 
extension of the time of payment. I could not 
refuse to vote for a provision of that kind. Now, 
I wish the name of the bill to indicate the objects, 
the purposes, and the character of the measure 
itself. For that reason I have offered the amend- 
ment to the title; and I hope we shall have here- 
after a real, true homestead bill. ° 
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proposed by my colleague. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. No, sir; I 
prefer the caption of the bill as it now stands. It | 
embraces all that was indicated in the one sug- 


gested by the Senator from Mississippi. 


Mr. BROWN. What I wish to say is this: 
that as my friend from Tennessce is the parent of | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Mr. BROWN. I understand the Senator from 
Tennessee to be satisfied with the title of the bill 


Mr. THAYER. I move thatthe motion to re- 
consider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. GROW. | do not desire to interfere with 
action upon the gentleman’s bill, provided that it 
will not give rise to a call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COBB. I prefer to withdraw my request 
for action now. lonly ask that the motion to re- 
consider be entered. , 


Mr. HOUSTON. As the question has been 


this measure, | think he has a right to give the |} brought before the House, I think it best that it 


baptismal name to his offspring. If it suits him 
it suits me. Whether it suits the baby or not, of || 
course belongs to the father to determine, and to 


nobody f Ise. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota to | 


the tile of the bill. 


‘The amendment was notagreed to; there being, 


on a division—ayes 18, noes 22. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 


upon adopting the utle of the bill. 
The title was agre d to. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the Senate 


adjourn, 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Tuurspay, May 10, 13860. 


Lhe House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. T. H. Srockton. 


Lhe Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mi. ETHERIDGE. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to submit a resolution, to 


which [am sure there will be no objection. 
Mr. GROW. Let the resolution be read. 


‘The Clerk read, as follows: 


Resolved, That after Saturday next, this House meet each 


day ut eleven o'clock, a. m. 


‘There was no objection; and the resolution 


wis adopted. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE moved to reconsider the 


vote by winch the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
RESOLUTIONS OF CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE. 
Mr. BURCH, by unanimous consent, presented 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of California, 
of the following titles; which were referred to 
appropriate committees, and ordered to be printed: 
Joint resolutions of the California Legislature, 


asking for the establishment of a mail route from | 
Carson City, in Utah, to Nevada, in California; | 
Joint resolutions of the California Legislature, 


asking for the establishment of a mail route from 
Red Biuff, in Tehama county, to Susonville, in 
Honey Lake Valley, and offices at Last Camp, 
Pine Grove, and Susonville; 

Joint resolutions of the California Legislature, 


asking for the passage of an act providing for 
floating the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of 


land donated to said State for school purposes; and 
Joint resolutions of the California Legislature, 
asking for the establishment of a new land dis- 
trict, with land offices, at Red Blaff, in said State. 
CONFIRMING CERTAIN LAND ENTRIES. 


Mr. COBB. I have been waiting several days 


for the disposition of the tariff question and ter- || 
ritorial business, in order that I might call up || 


House bill No. 44, confirming certain land entries 


fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1856.”’ It 


passed this House with only a single voice dis- | 


senting, and it has come back from the Senate 
with a small amendment. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was laid upon the 
Speaker’s table, in order that the bill may be 
brought before the House, and the question dis- 
xosed of. 


Mr. GROW. What is the regular order of 


business? 

The SPEAKER. The consideration of terri- 
torial business. 

Mr. COBB. L.will withdraw my request that 
my motion shall be considered at this time, if it is 
the gentleman’s intention to press the House to 
the consideration of territorial business. 


should be now disposed of. 
Mr. COBB. It will not take a minute to act on 
the amendment. 


‘|| Mr. THAYER. I move to lay the motion to 


reconsider upon the table, 

Mr. COBB. 1 do not object to the House pro- 
ceeding with the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The special order set down 


for this day is the consideration of territorial busi- | 


ness. 


posed of, provided it does not give rise to a call 
of the yeas and nays. 


Mr. COBB. I intend to discuss the question. | 


Mr. GROW. If the House will give us a ses- 
sion to-day like the sessions we have had for a 
day or two on the tariff, we will try and get 


through with the territorial business. I do not | 
|| know more than two bills that will give rise to 


debate. We can finish up this business, if mem- 
bers please, to-day; and if we do, we will facili- 


tate an carly adjournment of Congress. I call | 
|| for the regular order of business. 
The committees will be | 


| The SPEAKER. 
called for reports on territorial matters. 
THE PRESIDENT’S PROTEST. 

Mr. HICKMAN. _Itis necessary to have an 


order made by the House in regard to the — 
ponement of the resolution reported by the 


President of the United States. It will be remem- 
bered that the consideration of the resolution was 
set down for this day. ‘The territorial business 
interferes with it, and I now move that its further 


consideration be postponed and made the special | 
| order for Wednesday and Thursday of next week. 


I trust there will be no objection. 


Mr. CURTIS. L appeal to the gentleman from || 
Pennsylvania and to the House, that Wednesday 
and Thursday of next week be set apart for the | 

| consideration of the report from the select com- | 
mittee on the Pacific railroad question. Itis one | 
of the important measures that ought to be passed | 


by this House, in order thatit may go to the Sen- 
ate atan early day, while the resolution of the 
Committee on the Judiciary may be as well acted 
upon four weeks from now as at this day. 
Mr. HICKMa&N. I have postponed the reso- 
lution already three or four times, and I must, 
| therefore, decline to yield to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Iowa. 


Mr. HOUSTON. lLask fora division of the 


question. lam willing to postpone the further 
consideration of the question; but as to the en 


| tion of making it a special order, | will decide on | 


that when it comes up. 


The SPEAKER. The first question will be | 


on the motion to postpone the further considera- 


| tion of the resolution until Wednesday and ‘Thurs- | 


day of next weck. 
ir . 
[he motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. If gentlemen who are ina 


majority in this House desire to enforce the rules, || 


it will require a vote of two thirds@o make it a 
special order. I shall not object to its being made 
a special order. If the House choose to make it 
a special order, I have no objection. Itis before 


| the House, and gentlemen can do with it as they 
|| please. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
| it will require unanimous consent to make it a 
special order. 


no control of the business. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I cannot con- 
sent to its being made a special order to override 
another matter, which may possibly run into 
Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER. If objection be made, that 


|, will be sufficient to prevent its being made a spe- 


Mr. GROW. Ido not object to the question | 


|, raised by the gentleman from Alabama being dis- 


som- | 
mittee on the Judiciary on the protest of the | 


| TheSPEAKER. The question is now on mak- | 
ing the matter a special order for those two days. 
under the third section of the act of 3d March, || 
1845, entitled “ An act making appropriations for || 
the service of the Post Office Department for the | 





Mr. HOUSTON. I shall not object, forI have | 





May 10 





’ 


to 


cial order. The Chair understands objection 
be made. 

Mr. HICKMAN, Am I to understand thatit 
requires unanimous consent to make ita special 
order after the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. Yes,sir. @© 
WATROUS IMPEACHMENT CASE. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I would make a suggestion 
to the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, I 
understand there are a dozen or fifteen Witnesses 
here in attendance to be examined in the Wat. 
rous case. I suggest to the chairman the propri- 
ety of asking the House to permit the Judiciary 


, Committee to sitduring the sessions of the House, 


with a view to have those witnesses examined. 
A ‘ r r . 
Mr. HICKMAN. Ladopt the suggestion, ang 
ask that permission. 
Leave was granted. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. GROW. [I now call for the regular order 


of business. I ask that the committees be called 
for reports on territorial business. 

Mr. CURTIS. If the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will allow me to try to have a day set 
apart for the consideration of the Pacific railroad 
bill, I will be obliged to him. 

Mr. GROW. If the gentleman’s proposition 
is not to create discussion, or to have the yeasand 
nays called on it, I will yield the floor that he may 
submit it to the House. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well; if it lead to discus- 
sion, or to a call of the yeas and nays, I will with- 
draw it. 

Mr. GROW. On that condition, I will yield 
to the gentleman from lowa. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot recognize 
these conditions. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
hear what the proposition of the gentleman from 
lowa is. 


Mr. CURTIS. J propose that Tuesday and 


|| Wednesday—the 22d and 23d of May—be as- 
| signed for the consideration of the Pacific railroad 


bill. 

Mr. GARNETT. [ object. 

Mr. SCOTT. Lhope the gentleman will with- 
draw his objection. The bill ought to be consid- 
ered and passed. 

Mr. GARNETT. NotifI can help it by any 
possibility. 

LAND FOR KANSAS RAILROADS. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order of a 
territorial character. c 

Mr. GROW. Let the committees be called in 
their regular order. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- 
tees in their order for reports on territorial busi- 


ness, 


Mr. VANDEVER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill granting alternate 
sections of public lands to aid in the construction 
of certain railroads in the Territory or future 


| State of Kansas. 


Mr. GROW. [rise toa pointof order. Ido 
not see how a bill granting alternate sections to 
railroads has anything to do with territorial busi- 
ness. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I desire to enter a motion 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and that it be printed. 

Mr. GROW. If the motion be to refer it, I will 
not object. 

Mr. VANDEVER. 1 ask that it be recom- 
mitted, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURNETT. If this be not legitimate ter- 
ritorial business,-I object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it to be 


| legitimate territorial business. The bill wiil be 
_ referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
|, state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote referring the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and I also move 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. This question is not 
understood, and I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana will state his point of order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. It is this: that this 
billis strictly and legitimately territorial business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so decided. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. The question was 
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ut before it was understood by the House. The 
wentieman from Iowa (Mr. Vanpever] was on 
the floor endeavoring to make an explanation 
when the vote was put. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I understood the Chair 
to announce that the bill was referred to the Com- 
mitte of the Whole on the state of the Union. My 
motion was to recommit it to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and order it to be printed. 


Mr. BURNETT. There cannot be two ques- || 


tions pending at the same time. : 

The SPEAKER. What was the motion of the 
eentleman from lowa? 

*'Mr. VANDEVER.. That the bill be printed, 
and recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
tion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if the 
gentleman’s motion was misapprehended the mis- 
take ought to be rectified. he Chair will put 
the motion on recommitting, and let the Hlouse 
determine it. That will be a fair way. 

Mr. BURNETT. That may be a fair way; 
but the House is not responsible for the gentle- 
man’s not understanding what was done. The 
motion to reconsider and lay on the table was in 
order. 

Mr. VANDEVER. 
recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Ifany gentleman misunder- 
stood the Chair, the Chair desires that the mis- 
take may be rectified. 

Mr. GROW. All that the gentleman asks is 


I call for a vote on the mo- 


I had made the motion to 


an order to print and recommit it to the Commit- | 


tee on Public Lands. 
jection to that. 

" Mr. HOUSTON. 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from low% 
did not make that motion, as he distinctly says. 
The Chair, in the confusion, did not understand 
him correctly; and the Chair thinks that a mis- 
take of that sort should be corrected. The ques- 
tion will be now on recommitting the bill to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordering it to be 
printed, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Would it not be in 
order to move to place it on the Calendar on ter- 
ritorial business ? 


I suppose there is no ob- 


The SPEAKER. That motion would be in 


order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
lowa waive his motion? 

Mr. VANDEVER. Iconsent to the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. GROW. 
for that purpose, I must raise the point of order 
that it is not territorial business. 

The SPEAKER. It has béen decided to be 
territorial business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 1 withdraw my mo- 


tion, if it is to lead to ally controversy. 


Then I make that 


Mr. GROW. Let it go to the Committee on | 


Public Lands, and be printed. 

The question was taken on recommitting to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordering it to be 
printed; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was recommitted and ordered 
to be printed; and also moved to’ lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion w ereed to. 


LAND OFFICE IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. VANDEVER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that itdo pass, an act (S. No. 90) to create an 
additional land office in Washington Territory; 
and moved the previous question on the third read- 
ing of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was ordered to a third reading, and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VANDEVER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC LANDS TO NEBRASKA. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Cummittee 


Had the bill been referred | 


If the bill is to be introduced | 


THE CONGRESS 
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|| tion of certain railroads in the Territory of Ne- 
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braska; which was read a first and second time, 
| referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 


IONAL GLOBE. | 


| state of the Union, placed upon the territorial 


| Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr, BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
| by which the bill was referred; and also moved to | 


lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
SLAVERY IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back, with an 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it 
do “a a bill (H. R. No. 64) to disapprove and 
declare null and void all territorial acts and parts 
ofacts heretofore passed by the Legislative Assem- 


| legalize involuntary servitude or slavery within 
said Territory, except as punishment for crime 
upon due conviction. 

[ also submit, with the bill, a report embracing 


---- 


have printed, and laid upon the table. I ask that 
the bill be put upon its passage; and upon it I 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Lask the gentleman to allow 
me to —— a minority report, and to have it 
printed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the House will give 
the gentleman that liberty. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have 
| leave to submit the views of the minority. 


| but did not suppose that this bill would come up 


there be a call of the House. 

Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays. 

y y 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 71, nays 96; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Allen, William 
C. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, Barrett, Bonham, Branch, 
Bristow, Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, 
John Cochrane, Cooper, Cox, James Craig, Crawtord, 
Curry, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Etheridge, Garnett, 
zartrell, John T. Harris, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jones, 
Keitt, Kunkel, Lamar, Landrum, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, 
Love, Cliarles D. Martin, McQueen, Millson, Montgomery, 
Laban 'T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Edward Joy Morris, 
Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Pryor, Pugh, 





Singleton, William Smith, Stevenson, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, 
Whiteley, Woodson, and Wright—71. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Ashley, 


Stout, Taylor, 
Vance, Webster, 


Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Case, 
Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Covode, H. Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 


Grow, Gurley, Hale, Helmick, Hickgnan, Hoard, Hum- 
phrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Wil Kellogg, Kenyon, 


necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKnight, 
McPherson, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill, Nixon, Olin, 


Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sher- 
man, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Stratton, Tap- 





pan, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Ver- | 


ree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, 
Windom, Wood, apd Woodruff—96. 


So the House refused to order a call of the | 


House. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, stated that Mr. 
McRae and Mr. Nexson had paired off on the 
tariff question. 


Messrs. ALLEY, CONKLING, KILGORE, | 
and FLORENCE, who were not within the bar | 
when their names were called, asked leave to vote; | 


but objection was made. 

The result of the vote having been announced, 
as above recorded, the question recurred on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BRANCH. I wish to give notice that, it 
the demand for the previous question shall be 


bly of New Mexico which establish, protect, or | 


to-day, and left it at my room. I move now that | 


Reagan, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Scott, Simms, | 


Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, | 


on Public Lands, reported a bill grantingalternate || 
|| sections of the public lands to aid in the construc- 


until this day two weeks. © I should prefer my- 
self that the vote should be taken now, but, in 
order to accommodate gentlemen -who desire that 
the bill shall be fully and fairly considered, 1 am 
perfectly willing that it shall be postponed tghis 
day two weeks. I therefore make that motion, 
and upon it | demand the previous question, 
Mr. TAYLOR. I wish to ask if it is the inten- 


| tion of the gentleman to open the bill for diseus- 


the statutes affected by the bill; which I desire to | 


sion, when it comes up, or only to postpone the 
taking of the vote for two weeks? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will say to the gentleman, 
very frankly, that I would be willing to have any 
reasonable amount of discussion on the bill when 
it comes up, if it be the pleasure of the House; 


| but lam not authorized to say that it would be 


the pleasure of the House, or of those with whom 
I coéperate in regard to this matter, that final ac- 
tion should be indefinitely delayed by a general 
discussion. Let that question remain open. 

Mr. TAYLOR, Then I trust there will be no 
yostponement, ; 

Mr. KEITT. We are ready to vote on the bill 
now. 


Mr. GARNETT. 


I hope gentlemen on the 


|| other side are not afraid of their own bill. 


Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Long- | 


Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Rice, Christopher | 


Mr. HOUSTON. The minority reportis ready; || 


Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, French, Gooch, || 





voted down, I will move to refer the bill to the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire to an- 
nounce to the House that Mr. Carrer is detained 
in his room by severe indisposition. 

Mr. BENGHAM. Before the question is put 
on the demand for the previous question, I desire 
to state to the House that gentlemen upon this side 
of the House, and some upon the other side, in- 

| dicate a desire that this bill shall be postponed 





| ing the 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


No debate is in order. 
I do not want to debate. I 


| only want the yeas and nays on the motion to 


postpone, so that we may see who are disposed 


| to dodge this question, and shirk the responsibil- 


ity of their own bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We are ready to take the 
vote directly. . 

Mr. COLFAX. I want to face the music now. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. And we are ready 
for the vote now. 

Mr. KEITT. Exactly, we are ready for it. 
[Cries of **Agreed!”’ from the Democratic side of 
the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I withdraw the mo- 
tion to pare. and demand the previous ques- 
tion on the bill. 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. MILLSON. I demand the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The main question was ordered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [Teall for a vote upon the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I must protest 
against this precipitate action upon a bill of this 
importance; and since all debate has been cut off, I 
shall call for the reading of the bill and amend- 
ments, and also for the reading of the territorial 
laws which it is proposed to disapprove. 

Mr. ADRAIN. | understand that there are 
two written reports upon the subject of this bill. 
I call for the reading of these reports. I hope 
there will be no precipitate action upon so import- 
ant a bill as this. 

Mr. KEITT. There is no precipitate action upon 
the bill. The question is perfectly understood. 
It is simply the Wilmot proviso. It is a denial 
that the Territorial Legislature can passa law rec- 
ognizing property in slaves. This is simply a 
proposition that Congress shall pass the Wilmot 

woviso—no more, no less. I am perfectly will- 
tepublican party shall stand upon that 
platform; and we are ready to vote upon the bill. 

Mr. GROW. I thought the understanding was 
that we should take the vote without delay. I do 


| not want that all the time devoted to territorial 


business shall be taken up with this matter. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. I state in reply to the 
gentleman from South Carolina that he is mis- 


_taken. This is not the Wilmot proviso; it is 


congressional intervention, against which the old- 
fashioned Democrats recently remonstrated at 
Charleston. It is a specimen of the kind of pro- 


|| tection the South may expect from Congress to 


her slave property. It isan admirable illustration 


| of the security slaveholders would enjoy in the 


| Territories if the doctrine of congressional inter- 


vention were established. This bill is 4 specimen 
of that ‘‘ protection to slavery,”’ for which the men 
who seceded from the Democratic convention at 
Charleston so earnestly contended, and which 
they asked should be incorporated in our plat- 
form. I believe that the people of New Mexico, 
and of every other Territory, have the right 
through their Legislatures to legislate for them- 
selves. And I believe that Congress has no power 


‘to rescind or repeal the laws such Legislatures 
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may pass. I am for non-intervention honestly and | The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 


fairly. If the people of a Territory want slavery, 
and pass a law to establish it, | think Congress 
has no power to prohibit it. And, on the other 
none if the people of a Territory do not want 
slavery, and refuse to have it by their laws, I 
deny the right of Congress to force slavery upon 
them. I will, therefore, vote against this bill, for 
I believe the Constitution gives us no power to 
pass it. But l commend the subject to the South as 
worthy their consideration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I must object to all discus- 
sion after the main question has been ordered. 

Mr. MILLSON. [rise to a question of privi- 
lege. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the House ordered the main question. I take the 
responsibility of making that motion. I think 


this bill should not be passed in this precipitate 


manner. 

Mr.GARNETT. I rise to a question of order. 
Did my colleague vote for ordering the main ques- 
tion? 1 he did not, he cannot move to reconsider 

Mr. MILLSON. There was no division upon 
the motion, and I have the right to make the mo- 
tion. TF call the yeas and nays upon the motion 
to reconsider. IT want the names of the gentle- 
men to go on record who are in favor of forcing 
a vote upon such a measure as this, without dis- 
cussion and without consideration. 

Mr. BINGIIAM. I desire to say that gentle- 


men on the other side of the House challenged a 


vote upon this bill, and agreed that the vote should | 


be taken at once without delay. 

Mr. MILLSON. J was a party to no such 
arrangement, 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio 
is mistaken ip the statement he makes. We chal- 
lenged the other side of the House toa discussion 
of this bill, and after that discussion, a vote 
upon the bill. They have, however, put the gag 
upon us,and now | am ready, so far as Ll am con- 
cern d, to vole, 


I desire, however, to ask the | 


Chair what would be the effect of reconsidering | 


the vote ordering the main question. Would it 
open the bill to discussion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would, 
if the House should then refuse to order the main 
qu stion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Without reconsidering the 
vote by which the previous question was seconded? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will say that, for one, 
I do not want the motion to reconsider to prevail, 
l am ready to vote on the bill now. 

Mr. CURRY. So aml. 

Mr. MILLSON, LT call for tellers upon order- 
ing the yeas and nays. * 

‘Vellers were ordered; and Messrs. Dunn and 
Curry were appomil d. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 27, noes 112. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered—one 
fifth not having voted therefor. 

Mr. Mitison’s motion was disagreed to; and 
the House refused to reconsider the vote by which 
the main quesuon was ordered. A 

‘The question was then upon the adoption of the 
following amendment: 


lusert in the tast line of section three, the words “ of the | 


, 


said sections ;’’ so thatthe clause would read : 


And all courts and territorial or Federal officers within | 


said ‘Territory are hereby prohibited trom exercising any au- 
thority uoder Or by virtue of any of the said sections of said 
territorial acts. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ADRAIN. TL understand there has been a 
report made against this bill by a minority of the 
committee, Task that that report may be read. 

The SPEAKER. The report is not in the pos- 
session of the Chair; and if it were, it would not 


be in order to have it read, except by unanimous | 


consent, 

Mr. ADRAIN. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to have it read. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 

Mr. GARNETT. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio whether the Committee on the 
Judiciary have acted upon a bill which was some- 
time ago referred to them, repealing the laws of 
the Territorial Legislature of Kansas prohibiting 
slavery in that Territory ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
not permit me to disclose what took place in com- 
mittee, and f shall therefore respectfully decline 
to answer the gentleman’s question, 


The rules of the House do | 


1 


grossed and read a third time;and being engrossed, 
| it was accordingly read the third time. 


tion upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. BARKSDALE called for the yeas and 
nays upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas wl nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
| the affirmative—yeas 97, nays 90; as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Charles I’. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Ash 
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The vote was then announced as above re. 
corded. 


| Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote 


| ley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffin- | 


ton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, 
Case, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, 
Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Helmick, Hoard, Humphrey, 
Ilutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William 
Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, 


| Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, | 


McKnight, McPherson, Moorhead, Morse, Nixon, Olin, |; 


Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Rice, Christopher 
Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stratton, 
Tappan, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Verree, 


- 


Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu | 


B. Washburne, Isracl Washburn, Wells,Wilson, Windom, 
| Wood, and Woodrufi—97. 


NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Allen, Thomas | 


L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Ashmore, Avery, 
Barksdale, Garr, Barrett, Bocock, Bonham, Boyce, Branch, 
Bristow, Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, 
| John Cochrane, Cooper, Cox, James Craig, Crawford, 
| Curry, Hl. Winter Davis, Jolin G. Davis, De Jarnegte, 
Etheridge, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, John T. Harris, 
| Haskin, Uawkins, Holman, Houston, Howard, Hughes, 
Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kunkle, Lamar, Landrum, 


Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, Charles | 


LD. Martin, MeQueen, Miles, Millson, Montgomery, Syden- || 


ham Moore, Isaxe N. Morris, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Reagan, Reynolds, Riggs, James C. 
Robinson, Kuffin, Schwartz, Scott, Simms, Singleton, Wil- 


liam Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, Stout, ‘Taylor, Thayer, || 
Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, | 


Thomas, 

Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—90. 
| So the bill was passed, 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. BINGHAM stated that Mr. Burrovens 
had paired off with Mr. McC.Lernanp. 

Mr. WEBSTER stated that Mr. Curtis had 
paired with Mr. Harats, of Maryland. 

Mr. TAYLOR stated that his colleague, Mr. 


tions, with Mr. Tueaker. 

Mr. PERRY. I desire to say that I paired 
with Mr. Ciark, of Missouri, during the Charles- 
ton convention. I then agreed to pair with Mr. 


for him. I have agreed to-day to pair him with 


| Mr. Porrie, of New York. I hope that arrange- | 


ment will be satisfactory to the gentleman’s col- 
leagues. I will state that I was authorized by 
Mr. Noeut to effect a pair with him, with the 
consent of his c@pague, [Mr. Ciark.]} 

Mr. VANCE. 1 will state that the gentleman 
| from Tennessee [Mr. Qvar.es] is absent in Bal- 


there, having paired 


proposition would come before the House; and I 


who are absent in Baltimore, that they will regret 
very much that they have not been permitted to 
record their votes upon this important measure; 
which they have not been allowed to do because 
the same courtesy was not extended to them which 
was extended to gentlemen who attended the 
Charleston convention. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I will say that Mr. 
Ne Lson is the gentleman whom I[ announced as 
paired with Mr. McRag; and that he never 
| dreamed of the discourtesy which has been prac- 
ticed to-day. 

Mr. TAYLOR, I will state, in behalf of Mr. 
Netson, that, in the Committee on the Judiciary, 
he opposed the bill reported by the majority of the 
committee, and would have voted against the bill 
had he been present, 

Mr. FRANK stated that Mr. Spavipine had 
vaired with Mr. Macray. Also that Mr. Van 

Vycex had paired with Mr. Hanpeman. Also 
' that Mr. Carrer had paired with Mr, Eneuisu. 
| Mr, MORRILL stated that if he had been pres- 
| ent when his name was called he would have voted 
| in favor of the bill. 
Mr. REYNOLDS stated that Mr. Granam had 
' paired with Mr. Dinick. 


will say also, in behalf of my other party friends | 


Davipson, had been called home by sickness in || 
his family, and was paired, on all political ques- | 


Noe xt, unless I could procure some other pair 


timore, attending the convention now In session || 
th some gentleman, and | 
having gone there without any idea that such a | 








Mr. BINGHAM demanded the previous ques- || by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 


lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


i} Mr. REAGAN. Tam authorized by the Com. 


_ mittee on Indian Affairs to report a bill to provide 
for the examination of claims of citizens of tho 
United States, for indemnity for spoliations com. 
| mitted on them by Indians and Mexicans on the 
frontiers of the State of Texas, 

Mr. GROW. That is not territorial business: 
and I object. 
BRIDGES IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. BONHAM, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back House bill No, 201, 
to provide for the construction of four bridges 

across the Rio Grande, in the Territory of New 
| Mexico, with the recommendation that it do not 
ASS. 

The bill was laid on the table. 


MILITARY ROAD IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. BONHAM also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back House bill No. 200, providing 
for the completion of the military road from Fort 
Union, Santa Fé, New Mexico; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY ROADS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY, 


Mr. PENDLETON, from the same commit- 
tec, reported a bill making an appropriation for 
| the construction of certain military roads in the 
Territory of Washington; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


“ RICHARD CHENERY. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported House bill No. 171, for the re- 
lief of Richard Chenery; which was referred toa 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


| 
LEGISLATIVE EXPENSES OF MINNESOTA. 


Mr. GOOCH, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, reported a bill making an —— for 
the payment of the expenses of the Legislative 
Assembly of Minnesota; which was read a first 
| and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whoie on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN CERTAIN TERRITORIES. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, from the same com- 
| mittee, reported a bill appropriating money for the 
erection of public buildings in certain “Territories 
| therein named, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL LIBRARIES. 


Mr. WALDRON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill making an appropriation for terri- 
torial libraries; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the’ state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


| CALIFORNIA BOUNDARY. 


Mr. CASE, from the same committee, reported 
a bill to authorize the President of the United 
States, in conjunction with the State of California, 
to run and mark the bougdary lines between the 
Territories of the Unite@Btates and the State of 
California; which was read a first and second 
| time. 
Mr. CASE. 
its passage. 
he bill was read. It provides that the Presi- 
dent be authorized and empowered to appoint a 
suitable person or persons, in conjunction with 
| such person or persons as may be appointed on 
behalf of California for the same purpose, to run 
and mark the boundary line between the United 
States and California, commencing at the point of 
intersection of the forty‘second degree of north 
latitude with the one hutndred and twentieth de- 
gree of longitude west from Greenwich, and run- 
‘ning south of the line of the one hundred and 
| twentieth degree of west longitude, until it inter- 
sects the thirty-fifth degree of north latitude; 





I ask'that the bill be now put on 
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ner : ae l 
thence, running in a straight line in a southeast- | 
erly direction to the river Colorado, at a point | 


where it intersects the thirty-fifth degree of north || 


jatitude; that such landmarks be established on | 
the boundary as may be agreed upon by those | 
eharged with the duty; that the person or persons | 
appointed and employed on the part and behalf | 
of California shall be paid by the said State; and 
further, that no person, except a superintendent 
or commissioner, shall be appointed or employed | 
in this service by the United States, but such as 

are required to make the necessary observations 
and surveys; to ascertain such lines; and to erect 
yitable monuments thereon, and make return of 
the same. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- | 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. CASE demanded the previous question on | 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous on was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the bill was passed. 

Mr. CASE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TERRITORY OF IDAILO. 


Mr. GROW, from the Committee on Territo- 
ries, reported a bill to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Idaho; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I appeal to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to allow me to offer 
an amendment to the bill, embracing two addi- 
tional sections. 

Mr.GROW. I desire first to yield to the gen- | 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. Cuarx,] who repre- | 
sents the minority of the committee. After he | 
has proposed his amendment, I purpose to move | 
to recommit the bill. | 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. By the indulgence | 
of the chairman of the Committee on Territories, | 
I move to strike from the bill the following proviso: | 








| 
| 





Provided, That whereas slavery has no legal existence || 


in said Territory, nothing herein contained shall be con- | 
strued to authorize or perinit its existence therein. 

Mr.GROW. I yield in order that that motion 
may be entered. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I wish to saya 
word or two. I wish also to move that the fol- 
lowing words be inserted: 

Provided, That the Legislature of said Territory shall 
not, by any legislation whatever, establish or prohibit sla- | 
very in said Territory, or annul or impair the rights of | 
slave or other property therein, recognized as such by the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. GROW. I cannot yield in erder that that 
amendment shall be moved. I ask that the mo- 
tion to recommit be entered. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit is 
entered. | 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. With the consent 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, | move an 
amendment to the bill, embracing two additional 
sections. 

Mr. GROW. I yield that the gentleman may 
submit his amendment. 

_Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Before those sec- 
tions are read, I desire to know whether they are 
to be open for debate. If they are, I propose to 
show, when the sections are read, that my col- 
teague has been playing the demagogue here. | 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. GROW. I object. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of <p Perhaps I ought | 
hot to reply to the remaf® made by the member 
from Hlinois; but | must say, however, thst it is 
impossible for him to deport himself as a gentle- 
nan, for the Almighty has written upon his front 
that he cannot be a gentleman; therefore no lan- | 
guage but that of blackguard can be expected of | 
lim. [Cries of * Order!’’} | 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I have already de- | 
nounced my colleague as a demagogue. [Cries of 
‘““Order!’’]} I denounce him also as having ut- 
tered a deliberate falsehood in this House. [Loud 
cries to order.] 1 can prove what I say, and he 
knows it. [Continued cries to order.] He libeled | 
Doveras and Greeley. (Cries of *Order!’’ “Or- | 
der!”*] IT want my question answered, Mr. 
Speaker, Are these amendments open to debate? | 


| 


If they are, I have something to say. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to a question of the 


| 


| colleague. 


highest privilege. 
ass a vote of censure upon the gentleman from 
llinois, for the use of unparliamentary and im- 
proper language, and the application of it to his 
It seems to me that it is time that we 
should censure the use of unparliamentary lan- 
guage in this House. 
A Member. Which gentleman from Illinois 


| is meant? 


Mr. WINSLOW. The words have not been 
taken down. Until that has been done it is not 
in order to pass a vote of censure. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Ifa vote of censure be passed, 
it ought to be upon both gentlemen. 
highly improper and unparliamentary language. 
l agree with the gentleman from Ohio, that we 
ought to do something to preserve the dignity of 
this House, and to save the fair character of this 
country. 


other. 


Mr. PHELPS. 


I rise to a question of order. 


I move, sir, that this House | 


Both used | 


If censure be applied to one of these | 
gentlemen, it certainly ought to be applied to the | 
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aries shall constitute a land district to be called the Jeffer 
son land district ; beginning at a point in the Territory of 
Nebraska, where the twenty-filth meridian west from 





| Washington crosses the forty-second parallel of north lati- 

tude ; thence due west by the southern boundary of Wash- 
| ington Territory to the point where the Bear river makes 
| its lower crossing of the southern boundary of Washington 


Territory ; thence by said river southward to the Great 
Salt Lake; thence by the eastern shore of said lake to the 
mouth of the river Jordan; thence by the nver Jordan 
southward to Utah lake; thence by the western shore of 
said lake to the mouth of Salt creek ; thence by a line due 
south to the northern boundary of New Mexico; thence by 
the northern boundary of New Mexico and of the Iadian 


| territory to said twenty-fifth meridian ; thence north to the 


The motion made by the gentleman from Ohio I || 


insist is not in order, for the language used has 
not been reduced to writing. Until that is done, 
the motion to pass a vote of censure is not in 
order. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


I rose at the moment, but 


| could not be heard. 


Mr: PHELPS. I suggest, then, that my friend 
withdraw his motion. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [I trust, sir, that the scene 


we had here this morning will never be repeated. 


I have myself no feeling against either of the gen- | 


place of beginning. 

Sec. 2. .4nd be it further enacted, That the second land 
district shall be called the Nevada land district, and shall 
embrace all the public lands contained in the following 
boundaries, to wit: commé€@ncing at the southwest corner 
of the Jefferson land district; thence west with the north- 
ern boundary line of New Mexico to the eastern boundary 
of the State of California; thence north of the eastern 
boundary line of the State of California to its intersection 
with the southern boundary of the State of Oregon ; thence 
east to the northwestern corner of the Jefferson land dis- 
trict at the crossing of Bear river; thence south with the 
western boundary of the said Jefferson district to the place 
of beginning. 

Sec. 3. ind be it further enacted, That the people of each 
of the land districts above described, whenever they shall 
have formed a temporary government, shall be entitled to 


|| one Delegate in Congress, who shall receive the same com- 
|| pensation, and eujoy the same privileges, as a Delegate 


trom a Territory ; and that so much of said Jefferson land 
district as is now within the limits of the Territories of 
Kansas and Nebraska shall be, and is hereby, excluded 
from the operation of the act organizing the Territories of 
Kansas and Nebraska, except so much thereof as repeals 
the Missouri compromise. 

Sec. 4. ind be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, a surveyor general for the land districts above de- 


\| scribed, whose office shall be located at such place as the 


tlemen. 
Mr. GROW. I hope the motion will be with- 
drawn. The language used is much milder than | 


that we have often heard at this session. [Laugh- 
ter. 

dr, SHERMAN. I withdraw the motion. 
Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, let me state the 


condition of the pending bill to provide a tempo- | 


rary government for the Territory of Idaho. 

A bill is presented to organize the Territory of 
Idaho. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr.Ciark] 
moved to amend the sixth section. ‘The motion 
was entered; and I then moved to recommit to the 
Committee on Territories. The gentleman from 
I!linois (Mr. Kr.ioae] appealed to me to allow 
him to offer an amendment, which I desire to have 
read at the Clerk’s desk, so that I may know 
whether I shall withdraw my motion to recom- 
mit. 

Mr. Ketiocae’s amendment was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 18. 4nd be it further enacted, That whenever the 
actual resident inhabitants of said Territory shall amount 
to twenty thousand, the Territorial Legislature shall, and 
itis hereby made the duty of such Legislature to, provide by 
law for the election of all territorial officers hereinbefore 
by this act provided to be appointed by the President, all 


of whom shall be commissioned by the Governor of the | 


Territory, except the Governor; and the Governor so elected 
shall be commissioned by the President; and the terms of 
office and the salary of such officers shall be established 
and fixed by the Legislature of such Territory. 

Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That such Territorial 
Legislature shall provide by law for the manner in which 
such officers shall be qualified before entering upon the du- 
ties of their respective offices ; and that when such officers 
shall be duly qualified, they shall enter upon the discharge 


of the duties of their offices respectively, and the term of | 


the then incumbents of said offices shall thereupon cease 
and expire. 


Mr. GROW. 
separate vote in the House on this amendment, | 
withdraw the motion to recommit, so as to allow 
the amendment to be offered; and then I will re- 
new the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania offer this amendment himself? 


In order that there may be a | 


Mr. GROW. No, sir; but I withdraw the mo- | 


tion, toallow the gentleman from I]linois to offer it. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. 1 now offer itas 
an amendment. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 
to offer my amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. GROW. I cannot yield for that. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 1 hope the House 
will_vote down the motion to recommit, so that 
I may have an opportunity of offering that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. THAYER. I propose the followingamend- 
ment: 


I now ask leave 


President of the United States shall, from time to time, 
direct, and whose duties, powers, obligations, responsibil- 
ities, and compensation, shall be the same as those of the 
surveyor general of Kansas and Nebraska Territories, and 
who shall be allowed the same amount for office rent, fuel, 
incidental expenses, and clerk hire, as is allowed to the 
surveyor general of Kansas and Nebraska. 

Sec.5. And be it further enacted, That said surveyor gen- 
eral shall cause the necessary surveys to be made in said 
land districts of standard meridian, base and parallel lines, 
and the township and subdivisional lines, under such rules 
and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. 

Sec. 6. 4nd be it further enacted, That whe said land dis- 
tricts shall be subject to the operation of the preémption 
act of the 4th of October, 1841, whether settled upon betore 
or after the survey; and in all cases where the settlement 


| was made before the survey, the settler shall file his dec- 


laration within three months after the survey is made and 
returned; and that the provisions of the act of May 23, 
1844, concerning town sites, shall apply to town sites in the 
said land districts. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That when the lands 
in said districts shall have been surveyed under the direc- 


| tion of the Government of the United States, preparatory 


to bringing the same into market, sections sixteen and thir 
ty-six in each township in said land districts, shall be, and 
the same are hereby, reserved for the purpose of being ap- 


| plied to schools in said land districts, and in the States 





hereafter to be erected ont of the same. 
Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That when the lands 


| in said districts shall be surveyed, as afuresaid, a quantity 


of land equal to two townships shall be, and the same is 
hereby, reserved for the establishment of a university in 
each of said land districts, and in the States hereafter to be 


|| created out of the same, to be selected, under the direction 


of the Legislatures, in legal subdivisions of not less than one 


| half section. 


Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to appoint, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, or during the recess there- 
of, and until the end of the next session after such appoint- 
ment, a register and receiver for the district of Jetlerson, 
who shall be required to reside at the site of the land office, 
which is hereby located at Denver City ; and 4 register and 


|| receiver for the district of Nevada, who shall be required 


to reside at the site of the land office, which is hereby lo- 
cated at Genoa, and shall be subject to the same laws and 
entitled to the same compeusation as is or may hereatter 
be prescribed by law in relation to other registers and re- 
ceivers. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the act entitled 


| *An act to establish a territorial government for Utah,” ap 


proved 9th of September, 1850, is hereby repealed. 

Sec. Ll. And be if further enacted, That this act shall take 
eflect from and after its pissage. 

Mr. GROW. { rise to a point of order on this 
amendment proposed to be offered as a substitute. 
The amendment is not germane to the bill. The 


|| bill proposes a temporary government for the peo- 


| Massachusetts and the House, 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert as fol- || 


lows: 


ple of the Territory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 
pending the motion to recommit, an amendment 
is not in order. 


Mr. GROW. In fairness to the gentleman from 


‘ withdraw the 
motion to recommit, so as to allow the gentleman 
to offer his amendment. And then, the amend- 


That all the publie lands lying within the fullowing bound- ' ment having been received, I make the point of 
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order. The bill proposes to provide for the for- 
mation of a government by the people of the ‘Ter- 
ritory of Idabo. ; The substitute of the gentleman 
from Massaciiusetts proposes to lay off the Ter- 
ritories into land districts, and to appoint a sur- 
veyor general, which ts the proper business of the 
Commissioner of Public Lands. The substitute, 
therefore, is not germane to the bill. ‘Thatis my 
point of order. 

Mr. THAYER. I suppose the House is well 
aware of the purport both of the bill and of the 
amendment. Itis proposed by this amendment 
to leave the people to form their own institutions, 
until Congress shall see fit to interfere and estab- 
lish a territorial government. ‘The bill is in ac- 
cordance with the past pottcy of the Government 
in respect to the ‘Territories, whereby the sover- 
eignty of the people of the ‘Territories is held in 
abeyance. ‘The amendmentis in accordance with 
the principle that the sovereiguty of Congress and 
of the Executive shall be held in abeyance while 
that of the people isactive. [ submit to the House 
whether that is not in order. 

Mr. GROW. I wish to call the attention of the 
Speaker to a decision made at the last Congress 
by Mr. Speaker Orr. A bill providing for pre- 
emption of the public lands, was ae by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] from the 
Committee on Public Lands. The homestead bill 
was offered as a substitute. The Speaker decided 
the amendment out of order, as not being germane 
to the proposition. ‘That was a much stronger 
ease than this, for it was on the same subject; but 
there is no affinity between the formation of a 
— and the disposition of the public 
ands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the amendment is not germane. ‘The question of 
forming a government in a Territory is a thing 
by itself, and it ought to be decided by itself. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
relates rather to the surveyorship of the public 
lands. 

Mr. THAYER. I shall be obliged to appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Lilinois. 
lay the a Pe on the table. 


I move to 


Mr. THAYER. On that I call for the yeas 
and "ae 
Mr. HOUSTON. My recollection is, that there 


is in the bill itselfsome phraseology which relates 
tothe public lands; and, under any circumstances, 
I regard the amendment as clearly in order. 

Mr. BUFFINTON, Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. Then I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Asa matter of course the bill 
can be exammed, as | suppose. Will the Speaker 
have the fourteenth section read for information? 

The fourteenth section was read, as follows: 

Sec. 4. Ind be it further enacted, That when the lands 
in the said Territory shall be surveyed, under the direction 


of the Government of the United States, preparatory to | 


bringing the same into market, sections numbered sixteen 
and thirty-six, in each township in said ‘Territory, shall be, 
and the same ure hereby, reserved for the purpose of being 


applied to schools in said ‘Territory, and in the States and |} 


Territories hereatter to be erected out of the same. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts is clearly relevant to 
that. 

Mr. GROW. Not at all. The section pro- 
vides for the disposal of the lands after they are 
surveyed. 

The SPEAKER. 
bama will observe that the amendment is offered 
as a substitute to the whole bill, not as an amend- 
ment to this section. It therefore strikes the 
Chair as not being germane to the bill, which pro- 
vides for the establishment of a territorial gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. HOUSTON, This is clearly a substitute, 
and in the case of Arizona the same thing was 
held. [ries of ** Order! ro 

Mr. THAYER demanded tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 


Missouri, and Tappan were appointed. 


‘The House divided; and the tellers reported— | 


ayes thirty-four. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 85, nays 75; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Charlies F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Wil- 
liam ©. Anderson, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, 


‘ 


The gentleman from Ala- | 


lellers were ordered; and Messrs. Craig of | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


enna iaksonantieinestoenanennetatenorman 
Bocock, Brayton, Buflinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butter- 
field, Carey, Case, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, 


Covode, Curry, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, 


Duell, Dunn, Edwards, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, | 


Frank, Gooeh, Grow, Hafe, Helmick, Hughes, Irvine, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, 
Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKnight, Mc 
Pherson, Moorhead, Morrill, Nixon, Olin, Perry, Pettit, 
Potter, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, 
Scranton, Sherman, Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, Stevens, 
William Stewart, Tappan, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vandever, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Woodruff—d5. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, | 


Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Barrett, Bonham, Branch, 
Bristow, Burch, Join B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Cooper, 
Cox, James Craig, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Ely, Eth- 


eridge, Ferry, Florence, Garnett, John T. Harris, Haskin, || 


Hawkins, Hickman, Hoard, Houston, Humphrey, Jackson, 
Jenkins, Jones, Killinger, Kunkel, Landrum, Larrabee, 


James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, Charles D. Martin, | 


MeQueen, Miles, Millson, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, 
Edward Joy Morris, lsaaec N. Morris, Niblack, Pendleton, 
Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, Pugh, Reagan, Reynolds, 
Riggs, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, William Smith, Ste- 
venson, Stout, Taylor, Thayer, Thomas, Underwood, Val- 
landigham, Whiteley, Winslow, Wood, Woodson, and 
Wright—75. 

So the appeal from the decision of the Chair 
was laid on the table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. COBB, when his name was called, Said: 
L avail myself of this opportunity to state that 
the record shows that | was absent when two 


| votes were taken the day before yesterday. I was 








exceedingly sick that day, and was compelled to 


leave the House; but the gentleman from Ohio || 
{Mr. Guriry] was kind enough to propose to || 
| pair off with me. 


We therefore paired off that 
evening on the tariff question. 


” > 


domain, by metes and boundaries, I therefore 
vote **no.”’ 

Mr. GROW. ‘Then the gentleman from Mary- 
land does not understand it correctly. ‘That is 
all. IL move todispense with the reading of the 


; names, 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I object. 
‘The vate was announced, as above recorded. 
Mr. GROW. Now, I believe the business 


|| stands in this way: an amendment is offered by the 


gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Ciark,] and an- 
other amendment is offered by the gentleman from 
[ilinois, (Mr. Kettoge.] The substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts has been 
decided out of order. Now I will hear the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr.GARTRELL. 
ment to this bill, and to all other territorial bills 
reported by the Committee on Territories. I send 


it to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that it shall be | 


read, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so con- 
strued as to authorize the Legislature of said Territory to 
pass any law abolishing slavery in said Territory or to pro- 
hibit the introduction of slavery therein, or to exclude slaves 


therefrom, or to destroy or impair the right of property in | 


slaves, by any legislation whatever. 


Mr. GARTRELL. I hope the gentleman will 


| allow us to have a vote by yeas and nays on that 
| proposition when the bill comes up. 


Mr. GROW. I believe that all bills on terri- 
torial business have now been reported by the 


different committees, and placed on the Calendar. | 


After to-day, they will all be printed. I now 
propose to the House, that all the amendments 
proposed by gentlemen to these territorial bills be 
printed, and that the business be postponed till 
Saturday. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I ask leave to introduce an 
amendment to the sixth section, and have it 
printed, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Do I understand the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to con- 
template the reference of all these bills to the 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union ? 


Mr. GROW. No, sir. 
The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania is, that the amé@nd- 


ments be received and printed, and that the fur- | 


ther consideration ef the matter be postponed till 
Saturday. 

Mr. GROW. All these bills for the organiza- 
tion of Territoriesare alike, exceptas to the names. 
I propose to take one of them as a test, and let 


On this question 
| | believe the Speaker is wrong, and I shall vote | 
:* no. 


Mr. KUNKEL. As I understand that the bill | 


| and substitute refer to the same part of the public 


I desire to offer an amend- | 
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_whatever course the House shall take iy regard 
_ to it apply to all the others. Let gentlemen pro. 
|| pose what amendments they desire, and let alj jy 
| printed, and the business be postponed til] Sain, 
day. 
Mr.GARTRELL. Will you give us a vote 
on all these several amendments? . 
Mr. GROW. I concede that there shal] }p a 
vote on every amendment that is germane, and 
can be offered in a parliamentary way. 
Mr.GARTRELL. [think that is fair; ang so 
far as [ am concerned, I am satisfied. 7 
Mr. ADRAIN. I have no objection to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
but my amendment is short, and I should like t¢ 
| have it read. 
| Mr.GARTRELL. As | understand, the guy. 
|| tleman from Pennsylvania considers my amend- 
| ment as germane to the bill. 
| Mr. GROW. What I mean is this: to let votes 
| 








atur. 


| be taken on all parliamentary amendments. Fy, 

instance, there can be only two amendments pend- 
|| ing at the same time. ‘Then there may be a sub. 
|| sutute. If the amendments are germane a 
| parliamentary, IT will make no objection to it, 
} Mr.GARTRELL. Then [ suppose that whey 

| the bills are being read for amendments, [ cay 
| offer that as an amendment to some section of the 


1) bill. 
} 


hd 


Mr. GROW. Let me say, that on Saturday, 
when this bill comes up, it will stand exactly, so 
far as any parliamentary advantage to either side 
of the House is concerned, as it does now, and 
|| there I am willing to leave it. 

|| _Mr. ADRAIN. I now ask that my proposi- 
|| tion be read. 

Mr. GROW. Let me say to the gentleman 
| from New Jersey, that if the House agrees to the 
motion to print all these amendments, the order 
will cover his amendment, and it would be con- 
suming time unnecessarily to read it. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I have no objection to the 
order to print; but I should like to have my 
|| amendment read. . 

Mr. GROW I believe Ihave the floor; and! 
want to appeal to the House to know whether 
| they will agree to the proposition which 1 have 
| made? 
| Mr. ADRAIN. 
me. 

Mr. GROW. I object to the reading of the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania had surrendered the 
floor, and assigned it to the gentleman from New 

|| Jersey to have his amendment read. 

Mr. ADRAIN. The gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania acts as if he had the whole control of the 
House. 


Mr. GROW. 


} 
| 





I believe the Chair recognized 


I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I have the floor. 

Mr. GROW. No, sir; 1 am entitled to the 
floor for one hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 
the gentleman from New Jersey has the floor at 
present. 

The Clerk read Mr. Aprain’s amendment, as 
follows: 


| Insert after twenty-sixth line, on page 7, the following: 
| 
| 
| 
| 





That, it being the true intent and meaning of this act, not 
to legislate slavery into said Territory, nor to exclude it 
therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free to 
form and regulate their domestic institution of slavery 
their own way, subject only to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to say to those gen- 
tlemen who are offeringgamendments to this bill, 
| that if they expect to g@t votes upon them in the 

House, they will bedisappointed. There can be 
no doubt about that. There are two amendm«iits 
to the bill now pending, and all others will go by 
the board whenever you come to apply the rules 
to them. The only way in which you can get a 
vote upon any further amendments, is by refer- 
ring the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
|| the state of the Union. There is no reason why 
| it should not go there, because it is territorial 

business, and territorial business has priority 
over all other business during these two days. 
If the gentleman will Ict all his territorial bills 





the Union, I am willing to 
till Saturday, as he desires; 
|| to make the postponement if the result is to be 
|| that the bills will be taken up and pressed through 


ostpone the maiter 
ut I am unwilling 


|| go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
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